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PREM ONITION: 


TO TAI 


READER. 


By the Publiſher to whom the 
LETTER was ſent. 


HAT Thou art here preſented with 
is Part of a Literary Correſpondence 
upon the Great and Important Subject of Our 
Holy Religion ; whence there will be found 
herein ſome Reference to former Letters and 
Papers. By which means this Epiſtolary 
Diſcourſe may appear not altogether ſo perfect 
in every Part, as it would undoubtedly have 
done, had the Learned Author laid at firſt the 
whole Deſign at once, and not come into it by 
Degrees; which render'd it neceſſary to have 
Reſpect to hat paſs'd before in this our Cor- 
reſpondence. But Care has been taken to 
A 2 ſupply 


11 A PREMONITION 
tupply in an Appendix ſo much as was need- 
ful, out of the Papers referr'd to, which I have 
in my Poſſeſſion; and which were written 
upon {ſeveral Occaſions. For the Author ha- 
ving on certain Parts and Paſſages of the Holy 
Scripture, after a Method in a manner pecu- 
liar to himself, and chiefly for his own private 
Satisfaction, and that of a few Friends, nobly 
entertain d his Thoughts; and thus given by 
his curious Fxplications and Remarks a ſuffi- 
cient Evidence of his Skill and Penetration no 
leſs in the Myſteries, than in the Elements of 
our Religion; He was by me thereupon en- 
courag 'd to proceed on, and to proſecure what 
was ſo exccllently by Him begun, for the Illu- 
ftration of the Inſpir'd Writers, and the Vin» 
dication of certam Great (but neglected) 
Truths, as deliver'd by Chriſt, and his Pro- 
phets, and Apoſtles : And particularly it was 
propos'd, that he ſhould confider thoſe which 
came at this time to be attack'd by the Adver- 
{aries of our Lord and his Church, and {ct 
about to Explain and Defend them upon Prin- 
eiples allow'd on Both Sides; but without 
taking yet any direct Notice of Theſe, or de- 
ſcending to enter with em into the Liſts. And 
accordingly ſome falſe Poſitions advanc'd by the 

Author, or Authors, of the Rights of the Chri- 
ftian Church, as particularly, That every Chri- 
ſtian originally had the Right of Propheſy- 
ing, &c. and others, by the Modern Pſeuao- 


Prophets, from their great Abuſe of Scripcure : 
were 
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to the READER. il 


were hereupon brought under his Examina- 
tion; and according to his Method try'd, by 
eſtabliſhing the contrary Verities upon God's 
manifeſted Will. And ſeveral Texts having 
been groſly miſapply'd by one and the other, 
it was agreed, according to the Advice given, 
that the moſt effectual way to deal with them 
was to ſeem to diſregard them; and only to 
maintain the Truth as it is in Chriſt, by that 
very Rule which He him'e!f has given us. 


6 2. When now there began to be a Noiſe 
about Mr. Whi/ton's Reviving the Arian and 
Apollinarian Notions, under the Name of Pri- 
mitive Chriſtianity, 1 had ſeveral Letters from 
Him on that Account: Whence I concluded 
that notwithſtanding his extreme Modeſty, he 
was a Perſon every way fitted to proſecute 
ſuch an Inquiry as this, and to take the ſhorteſt 
and eaſieſt Method, without having re pect to 
Perſons or Parties, or perplexing himſelf with 
unneceſſary Diſquiſitions. But - whereas we 
were yet in the Dark, as not perſectly know- 
ing this Gentleman's Notions, or the Reaſon- 
ings upon which he endeavour'd to ground 
them, it was thought convenient to wait till 
theſe ſhould be better explaia'd, and in the 
Interim to fit down with ſome General Re- 
marks drawn from the Sacred Records, which 
might determine the Aſſent of the Underſtand- 
Ing to that which was plainly moſt Antient 
and Primitive, And this was the ie: 
15 
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iv A PrREMONITION 
his writing that ſhort Diſcourſe upon 7/a. vi. 1, 


2, &c. which is Numb. II. in the Appendix, 
to ſhew that the Term TIzvoredrwe L Almigh- 


ty ] is applicable to the Son, as well as to the 


Father, againſt what all the Arian Writers do 
generally maintain: As alſo that other, upon 
Heb. i. io. concerning the Incommunicable 
Names of God attributed to Chriſt ; which is 
the VIIIth ia the Appendix So likewile 
from John xvii. 3. he hereupon proceeded to 
ſhew, That the Son in Union with the Father 
is properly the Very and True God; and that 
He is not, or cannot be, excluded by the Fa- 
ther from the Godhead, or Divine Conſub- 
ſtantiality: And from Two Paſlages in Moſes 
and Iſaiah, to prove the proper Eternity of the 
Son, and his Sameneſs or Equality of Nature 
with the Father; which make the IVch and 
Vth Pieces in this Appendix, and which were 
originally deſign'd to be inſerted into a Col- 
lection of Sacred Obſervations, partiy Critical, 
and partly Myſtical, according to the Uſage 
chiefly of the Antients, upon Texts ſelected 
both out of the Old and New Teſtament ; and 
which do well deſerve to ſce the Light. 


2. No ſooner had Mr. Whiſton publiſh'd 
his Eſſay upon the Epiſtles of St. Ignatius, but 
a Diſcovery was made by it of the true Cauſe, 
or Occaſion at leaſt, of the Falling of this Star 
of our Church, which manifeſtly appears to 


have been a common Apocalyptical _— 
taken 
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to the READER. v 
taken up without due Examination, in Op 
ſition to the Papacy, and Learnedly Defended 
by ſome Great Men among us: This the Rea- 
der will find here referr'd to; I having re- 
ceiv'd a Letter from the ſame Hand, giving an 
Account of this Diſcovery ſoon after the Pub- 
lication ; which has been confirm'd from other 
Hands alſo. Had he indeed contented himſelf 
with the vulgar Acceptation of the Proteſtant 
Commentators, and Controvertiſts, or with 
their Explications of the early Overſpreading 
of the Church with Azti-Chriſtianiſm, by the 
Apoſtacy of the Roman Fierarchy from the 
Primitive Faith and Worſhip, he had never 
probably fallen into the Aria» Scheme, as 
be hath done. And his Learned Eſſay upon 
the Revelation of St. John, might not have 
had any of thoſe Conſequences, to the diſturb- 
ing the Peace of the Church, which are now 
much to be fear'd : nor Primitive Chriſtianity 
been after this manner attempted to be Rewir/d, 
by overturning the common Doctrines of our 
Faith, as receiv'd both by Proteſtants and Ro- 
man Catholicks. But this hath not been his 
ſingle Fate alone; for this zew Theory of Anti- 
Chriſtianiſm, which tends totally to Vnchurch 
the Church of Rome, and thence by Conſe- 
quence ſaps the very Foundations of our Refor- 
mation, hath, I am bold to ſay, made more 
Arians, Socinians, Enthuſiaſts, Deiſts, and 
even Atheiſts, than any one Notion whatſo- 
eyer that has ever been defended by Learned 

Men. 


vi A PrRENONITION 
Men. Wherefore Mr. Wh:ifton's Second Letter 
to the Lord Biſhop of Worce/ter, inſerted in his 
Hiſtorical Preface, may admit at leaſt of ſome 
Excuſe, writing to a Prelate /o thoroughly ſen. 
ſible of the Anti-Chriſtianiſm of Popery, as if be 
had therefore all the reaſon in the World'to ex. 
pci his Lordſhip's Concurrence with him in caſt- 
ing out what he calls the firf Part of Anti. 
Chriſtian Corruptions, by which he underſtands 
the Catholick Dactrines of the Trinity and Iv. 
carnation, as well as the laſt Part, by which he 
intends Purgatory and 7ranſubſtantiation. 


§. J. Some indeed have ſaid, I know, that 
he has quite overthrown his own Syſtem con- 
cerning the Revelation of Antichriſt, by em- 
+ bracing his preſent Notions, what Name ſo- 
ever they are to be call'd by: And a very 
Learned Man has publickly Challeng'd him on 
this very Head, as is known, and asks him, 
Now what becomes of all his Syſtem on the Ato- 
cahpſe? Indeed it his Syſtem were chat of 
Mr. Meade, at leaſt in all the -aiz Points, it 
might have bcen pretty hard for him to give 
Satisfaction to ſuch a Queſtion as this. Since 
Arianiſm and Popery are both alike Recon- 
cilable with it: And having drop'd one, he 
might even as eaſily have drop'd the other 
too. But as he plꝛinly recedes from Mr. Meae's 
Opinion (which is that of many other Learn- 
ed Men alſo) as to the Dragon caſting out of 
his Mouth a Torrent of Water to _— 80 
2 P.f urch; 


Church; which he refers to the Oppoſitions 
and Per ſecutions of Licinius, Julian the Apo- 
Nate,” and others, as alſo to the following In. 
und at ions of the barbarous Heathen Nations, 
and not the Overfſowing of the Arian Hereſie; 
he is ſo far hereby from overturning his on 
Apocalyptical Syſtem, ia which Arianiſm is 
not at all concern'd as an Hereſie, that his pre- 
ſent Proceedings may ſeem to be but the proper 
Conſ.qugnees of his Reſormation of Mr. Medes 
Scheme, For the whole turns upon the: te- 
ceiv'd Notion of Anti chriſt, and Anti. ehriſtian 
Corruptious; u hich Mr. V hiſton carries a little 
higher than the generality of our Proteſtant 


Trinity and Tranſulſtantiation are made to be 
the Head and Tail as it were of Anti-ebriſtia- 
_ niſm; or as it is more modeſtly worded the 
firſt and laſt Part of it, as was above hinted. 
And why is this, but becauſe after an Enquiry 
into thoſe Matters, which he will have to have 
deen full, impartial; and honeſt, he came to 
this Determination, upon the former Prinei- 
ples being allow 'd, that Name being the Great 


and thence ſpread lite 4 Torrent over the Chris 
ian Church, by which his (pretended) Pri- 
mitive Doctrines were violeatly born down. 


§ 5. It muſt be confeſs'd nevertheleſs that 
Mr. Whiſten doth fo explain himſelf, as if it 
| A never 
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Commentators. Whence the Doctrines of the 


Seat of Anti chriſt, it was the Philoſophy: of 
the Antient Hereticks which there prevailed, 
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never. was in his Thoughts and Deſigns to re. 
vive the Hereſy of Arias as condemn'd by the 
Firſt Council of Vice : but at the ſame time 
that he guards againſt this, he expreſly de- 
clares, That he owns the Doctrine of that Part 
of the Church which was call d Arian in the IV. 
Cemtury, and that theſe are the very Doctrines 
deliver'd by Chriſt and his Apoſtles, and gene- 
rally by all the Firſt Chriſtians believ'd in as 
fuch, till thoſe we now receive for Catholick, 
and- hold for the Great Fundamentals of our 
Faith were ſet up at Rome, by means of the 
; Primitive Hereticks introducing their Philo- 
=. faphy into the Church, and thereby bringing 
forth Anti- ehriſt. And it muſt be own'd, that 
if his Hyporheſis concerning the Riſe and pe- 
riod of Anti- ehriſt be true, what he has ad- 
venc'd upon it is not without ſome Shew of 
Probability. But however that may be, no- 
3 thing in the World is certainly more Impro- 
| bable than that this ſhould. put an end to of 


Diſputes. I know. not what Evidences he 
may have yet behind, but by thoſe that have 
been brought hitherto, ſo far is it from this, 
as there is nothing at preſent in view but the 
ſame (if not worſe) Conſequences that at- 
tended the Philoſophy of Arius, both when fi lt 
broach'd and afterward propagated in the 
Church, I fay, the Philoſophy of Arius; for as 
much as his Hypotheſis concerning the Incar- 
nation and the Trinity, is with much more 


eaſe deriv'd from the Principles of the Plate 
nick 


to tte READER ix 
wick Philoſophy, and their Miſapplication by his 
own Natural Reaſon'; thah the Orthodox De- 
claration ob thoſe Myſteries from that, or any 
other. What thoſe Conſequences were which 
attended the Birth and Growth of this Philoſo- 
phick Sect, the Revi ver of it will, I dare under- 
take, have no reaſon to boaſt of. And as I 
take Mr. I biſton to be both a better Man, 
and a better Scholar, than his Predeceſſor in 
this Controverſie of whom he is aſham d: fo 
the Influence he is hence like to have upon 
others, may be much greater than is at firſt 
eafily apprehended; if proper and effectual 
Meaſures be not betimes taken, to prevent | 
the ſpreading of the Leaven of his Doctrine; = 
ſo far as it ſhall be prov'd to differ from that 
of Jeſus Chriſt and his Apoſtles. That theſe 
Conſiderations may be of ſome Service in the 
preſent Caſe, it is humbly hop'd, ſeeing that 
they are written by one who 1s a diſintereſted 
Lover of Truth, one not cramp'd in his Under- 
ſtanding by any of the Modern Syſtems, one 
that knows how to compaſſionate the Infir- 
mities and Errors of Human Nature (by whick 
even Good and Learned Men may eaſily through 
the Warmth and Vebemence of their Natural Tem- 
per be led aſide) and one that is ſo far from 
having any Prejudice againſt, that he has in- 
deed a true Eſteem for, Mr. Whifton, and a 
juft Value for all that is truly valuable in him; 
and heartily wiſhes that he may yet be reſtor'd 
to the Church, and be a ſhining Ornament to 


| 


bk” Ys” : - 
* 


2 —— — (HOGG 2 <a A — — 
7 ns 4 WE 


Preface and other Books of Mr, Whiſton, which 


V of God. 


X A PREMONITTION 
8.6. The Method the Author has taken 


here n is to go to the Orig nails of our Hoy 
Religion: And, as he is a great Scripturiſt, it 
vill be found, I believe, that he bath made 

ere ſome Diſcoveries from the moſt Sacred 
Records thereof, which have not been hitherto 
obſerv'd by any. In the Uſe alſo that he hath 
made of the Firſt : Fathers, 1 am pretty conſi- 
dent that there will appear ſomething New; 


fiace it has not been his way before hand to 


read the Extras of them by others, or Books 
written upon ſuch or ſuch Subjects; but to 
read much after the Method that Mr. Mhiſton 


himſelf propoſes in his Directions for the Study 


of Divinity, Hence in one of his Letters to 
me, he has with reſpect to this Labour of his, 
theſe Words: It was a great Pleaſure to me 
to find my ſelf ſupported by the Learned Ge- 
4 nius of Biſhop Bud, whom I do not remem- 
& ber my {elf to have read, till theſe Remarks 
« wers entirely, or almoſt finiſhed.” So that 
his Adverſary is to conſider, that theſe are 
the Obſervations only of one that was void of 
all other Prejudice, but for the Truth: and 


that, upon as fair an Examination as he was 


capable of. making, remains bath by Scripture 
ind by Anticnt Eccleſiaſtical Writers convinc d, 
t there are ſome Aſiſl ales in the {Hiſtorical 


h Mil do well to correct; and ſome Opinions 
i his which appear not tu be well grounded ci: 
run Apoſtolical Tradition, or in the et 
288 þ 8 l 7. 
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- 4. 5. To which laſt the Author wou'd have 
rather choſe ro. confine himſelf ;-as thinking 
that alone fully ſufficient in this Caſe : But that 
be in ght not ſeem to deſpiſe or undervalue the 
Sufftages of the Antient Witneſſes for Chriſtia - 
nity; which Mr. Whifton ſo much boaſts of, 
as if they were generally of Bis Sice. W nerce 
as if is here ſheu n, p.55. that tho? there ſhou?d 
a far greater Multi:ude of Paſſages be found in 
the Prim tive Chriſtian Writers, which peak in 
the Terms of the Arians, than of the Arhans- 
fiens/or the Catholicts; yet that may ſtill very 
well be, without the leaſt Advantage thereby 
to the Arian, or Diiadvantage to the Catholicłk 
Cauſe, as this was aſſerted by the Nicene Fa- 
thers: in as much as it is poſſible ſor one to 
de included, and the other not to be excluded 5 
when there are various Modes of Subſiſtence 
of the ſame Perſon, or Subj:&. Beſides there 
is nothing more eaſie than for a Man of Parts 
and Learning to puzzle any Cauſe in the World, 
when once it comes to be try'd by Number. of 
Authorities; and the Evidence is extended too 
far. Hence, about the latter End of laſt Sum- 
mer, after my Learned Correſpondent had 
made ſome Remarks upon the leſſer and grea- 
ter Epiſtles of St. Ignatius, and Obſervations 
concerning Mr. #hi/ton's Judgment upon them 
ia his afore- mention d Eſſays Printed the Spring 
Preceding ; but before this famous Preface was 
ſear forth, by way of a publick Challege, 
þ vw 
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which according to his own Confeſſion + has 
given Offence, not only to ſeveral good Men in 
particular, but to the Body of the Convocation 
is general, and to many others who aye realy 
defironms that Truth and Primitive Chriſtianity 
may prevail: I find that he thus addreſſed him- 
ſelt to me, as it were by way of Preliminary 
do this Lecter of Confiderations, © I have often 
thought that the moſt direct and ſhorteſt 
Way to ſuppreſs this Controverſie, ſhould 
at it begin to break out with any Violence, 
6 will be to conſider what Notions the Anti- 
© ent Fews, with the Chriſtians of the Three 
<E*PFirſt Centuries, had of the Importance of 
« the Divine Names in Scripture ; what they 
& accounted Incommunicable, and what Com- 
% municable to the Creature; and whether 
«all, or any, and which of the Incommuni- 
cable Names are given to Chriſt. This 
4 wou'd be a ſhort, clear, and eaſie way of 
«< deciding it by Scripture, according to the 
% Senſe of the Jewiſh and Chriſtian Church, 
© without perplexing the Diſpute with ſome 
dark and unguarded Paſſages out of the An- 
tient Fathers. I have oblerv'd that the Ari. 


171 an Writers ſeem to have a great Fondneſs for 
Lz. che Term rarrcxgd rug. in applying it to 
X 26 
2 * 


tlie Father in contradiſtinction to the Son; I 
85 taken a Paſſage or two out of the 
L > 4 7916) WI AS +& © I «oof 1 4 2 
r 1 . 5 1 a 6 5 
e Ser bis Letter 10 the Archbiſhop of Canterbury, in bi Reply 
2 Dr. Allix's Remarks, p. 34. f 
4 Scrip- 


to the READER. rin 
« Scripture, to ſhew it belongs to the Son no 
& leſs than to the Father. I have alſo endeg- 
% your'd to prove the Unity of the + Son 
« with the Father by the Divine Names of 
e higheſt Importance attributed to Both. 
„Which muſt be a concluſive Way, if the 
« the following Propoſitions be true; namely, 


I. That there is no other ordinary way of knows ,. 


ing the Ideas of Scripture, but by the Terms of 


Seripture. 


II. That the ſame Terms muſt le under flood to · 


mean the ſame Ideas, except there le an evident 
Reaſon for the contrary. | 2 
III. That they that interpret the ſame Terms* 


diflerent Ideas are oblig'd to give an evident - 


eaſon for ſo doing. | 

„No if this Gentleman can prove. from 
t plain Scripture-Re:ſoning, which I very 
much doubt of, that the aboveſaid Names, 
attributed to both Perſons, are Equivocal, 
my Reaſoning taken from the Names, will 
be of no force. If he cannot, it muſt 
© ſtand, &. And afterwards, when he had 
finiſh*'d his Conſiderat ions and Remarks, he thus 
again writes to me: © I believe you will ima- 


* gine I have tranſgreſſed my own Rule f 


* deciding the preſent Controverſie by exa- 
mining rather into the Divine Names attri- 
* buted to the Son, than in diſputing too 
much about the Authorities of the Anti- 


po IG 


Ste Append. Numb. II, III, Iv, v, ard VIII. 44 ; 
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a 8. The: main Art contifts indeed! in Gs. 
ing. the whole: of the Argument into à nar- 
rom Compa s. And upon the Principles be. 
fore laid down, the Matter is brought to a 
Mort Iſſue, which is this, That if Chriſt be 
call'd in Scripture by any of the Superemi. 
nent Names, Titles, and Attributes or Epithets 
of the Supreme God; and theſe Names, Titles 
Land Attributes be predicated in an Univordl 
Senſe both of the Father and the Son; than 
Chriſt is verily and properly God; in tlie 
ſtricteſt Senſe of the Word, and the Son is of 
the ſame Nature and Subftance as the Father, 
But if the Divine Names, Titles, Epithets 
8nd Attributes, which are the Characterifſticks 
of the Supreme God, and Incommunicable 
therefore to any Creature, are not given to 
Chriſt; or if it can be prov'd that they 
are not given to Him in a plain Univocal 
Senſe; then He is not ftritly God in tue 
moſt high and proper Senſe of che Word, net 
ther is of the ſame Nature and Subſtance with 
the Father; that is, is not Cosſul ſtantial with 
Him. According to this Iſſue the Author 
defires to have the Cauſe try*d'; and leaves the 
Reader to Judge whether the Conſiderations 
he has made hereupon be Juſt or no. As fot 
the Authorities and Teſlimonies of che Anti- 


eats, though be thinks an Arian can have 89 
| great 
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to the READER. xv 
great rea ſon to boaſt of them, when fairly In. 
terpreted and Stated, he will not ſo much inſiſt 
upon them; leſt this ſhould be an occafion 
of intricating and protracting the Queſtion : 
but nevertheleſs he {lights them not, and hopes 
he has in ſome meaſure ſhew'd, by this pre- 
ſent Specimen, that they are not ſo often on 
the Side of the Arians, and againſt the Or- 
thodox, as ſome even of the Orthodox them» 
ſelves may have been too forward to yield; 
and that as confident as Mr. Whiſton is, he will 
yet probably be found not a little miſtaken 
both as to their Weight and Number. 

5. 9. He tells us of an Excellent Perſon, whom 
he had not liberty to name, who diſcourſing 
with bimſel? and another Perſon of great Emi- 
nence, about the ſo much diſputed Doctrine of 
the Trinity, began with this Declaration of his 
Mind, © That for his part, haJ it not been 
for the Church's farther Determination 
* he had been contented with the Arian 
Scheme (p. 9.) But by this very Paſſage, 
as it is by bim recited, methinks both He 
and that Perſon of Eminence were a little too 
ſoon ſbock*d hereat; ſince it rather ſeems to 
me that this Excellent Perſon was not contented 
with the Arian Scheme, becauſe at preſent it 
Was a determin'd Caſe : and only that he was 
purely indifferent in himſelf as to one or the 
other Scheme; and ſo would have been ſatis» 
ly'd with the Arian, as he is now fatisfy'd 
With the Carholick, if he had but had the like 
83 b Autho- 
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Authority ; or if either the Matter had not 
been brought to an Examination and Deter- 
mination by competent Judges, or if upon the 
Examination of the Two diſagreeing Schemes 
beſore them, the Sentence had paſs'd in fa- 
vour of the other: No doubt can be made but 
that when this paſs'd, they had, or might ea- 
fily have had, a vaſtly greater Collection of 
Authorities to proceed upon, than Mr. Whiſton 
or any other can ever pretend Now to have, 
And if the Inferences which they drew from 
ſuch a Collection, and from ſo many living 
Teſtimonies there preſent, were ſo little ſa- 
vourable to thoſe reviv'd Notions of his; I 
leave it to him to conſider, when it comes 
to his own drawtng of Inferences from the 
Collection which he has made, and which 
contain (he ſays) above 4 thouſand, to borrow 
the Words of a Right Reverend Friend of his, 
Whether it ® likely that his Inference ſhould be 
more juſt than that which the Charch in the ge- 
ral has ſo long acquieſe'd in, after ſo mul 
acute Contention and Search as has been into and 
about theſe Matters. And this I take to be Apo- 
logy enough for his Excellent Friend who 
made the mention'd Declaration, as Intro» 
ductory only to what he had farther to ſay 
upon the Queſtion, and of which no Account 
is given: And a Vindication of Him for not 
running into thoſe Meaſures, which Mr. Why 
ſton would have him. | 1 
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$ 10. Thus then I think he has already 
ſhewa that he cas err in the Number of his 
Modern Authorities; ſince of the Two whom he 
mentions to have firſt ſhock'd him concerning 
the common Faith, Dr. Aliæ has publickly 
proteſted againſt having given him an occa- 
fion of calling in queſtion the Divinity of the 
Holy Ghoſt, both in his Remarksand his Anſwer 
to Mr. Whiſton's Reply; and has {aid ſo much 
to purge himſelf from the Imputa ion, eſp: ci- 
ally in his laſt Tract, as there is no great 
Danger to have for the future his Orthodoxy 
ueſtion'd in that matter: And the Or er of the 
wo, whom he names not, can have given 
by the Words recited no juſt occaſion tor calling 
in queſtion the Divinity of our Saviour, as 
dete / mind by the Antient Church, or the Ca- 
tholick Doctrine of the Trinity. And if both 
in the Number and Weight of Modern and 
Living Authorities there can be ſo evident a 
Miſreckoning, as there appears to be; Why 
may chere not be as great or greater in the 
Calculation of the Antient ones, in botli theſe 
Reſpects? Or why is he not as capable of draw- 
ing a wrong Inſerence from the Words of the 
0 Dead, as of the Living? And therefore I leave 
him to conſider, with a little more Calmneſs, 
that ſince it is now notorious to all, that Dr. 
Alix is againſt him, as much as poſſible ; and 
that other Excellent Perſon has alto refus d to 
join with him, by his owa Conſeſſion, or to 
b 2 con- 


Xviii APrREMONITION 
contribute to ſuch an Alteration in the Do- 
Qtrines and Worſhip of the Eſtabliſh'd Church, 
as he is fo zealouſly pleading for; whether it 
may not have been poſſible for him to be miſta- 
ken about the Sentiments of thoſe who cannot 
explain themſelves, as well as of thoſe who 
can. For I make no doubt in the leaſt that 
there are many who moſt freely do aſſent 
to Biſhop Bull's Theſis concerning the Subordina- 
tion of the Son to the Father, amongſt whom 
the Author of theſe Conſiderations is ma nifeſtly 
one; and that hearrily alſo wiſh, and, if it were 
in their Power, would likewiſe endeavour that 
the Liturgies of the Church were reduc d to as great 
4 Simplicity and Plainneſs as might be (p. 61.) 
who are yet very tar from being Arians in their 
Hearts, or Favourers of Arianiſm, not with - 
ſtanding any S«ſpicians to the contrary rais'd 
concerning them: And who would no more, 
I dare fay, be p:rſuaded to ſubſcribe an Arian 
Creed, than Mr. Whiſtoz the Athanaſian. No- 
thing is more fair than that every one ſhould 
be admitted to explain himſelf. And had he 
but attended enough to this Method, I am apt 
to think he would not have placed among his 
Friends, and Favourers of his Cauſe, ſo many 
as he has done, eithcr of the Antients or Mo- 
derns. Which Method has been here kept to 
with all ſtrictneſs by our Author, as will be 
found by the Examination ot his Explicitions 
both of the Scriptures and Fathers; and par- 
ticularly of St. 7% in the firlt Place, for the 
. a | o clearing 
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clearing up the true Antient Notion concern. _ 

ing Chriſt, as well as of St. Juſtia concerning 

the Queſtion about the Soul, and the reviv'd 
Apollinarian Theory of Mr. Brocklesby which 4 
depends upon it. a App: N- 1 | 


$. 11. And this indeed was abſolutely ne- 
ceſſary to be obſerv'd in the Anſwer to the 
Plain Queſtions, according to the Principles 
before laid down (S. 7, 8.) which the Author p- · 
ſeems to have had continually in his Eye. He 
has not taken indeed expreſs notice of one half 
of them; but if he had taken notice of fewer, 
they muſt have fallen of their own accord, be- 
ing unſupported by the Three Firſt. But be- 
ſides theſe, the VIIth, the IXth, the Xth and 
the XIth, with the XVIIIth, are particularly 
conſider d in the Letter, and anſwer'd upon 
thoſe very Principles; beſides what will be 
found concerning ſome of theſe, and the others, 
in the little Tracts at the End. And none are 
omitted, but becauſe they are either virtually 
included in ſome of the other, or have more 
of Warmth in them than Moment. They are 
in all One and Twenty: and of theſe the major 
Part are thought generally to be of this laſt 
Kind by the Learned. The Firſt, Second and 
Third are undoubtedly of the higheſt Moment: 
and they are accordingly treated. The Fourth, 
Fifth and Sixth are not expreſly mention'd; but 
they are anſwer'd ſufficiently, I think, as to 
the Root of the Matter in debate, in theſe fol- 
lowing 
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lowing Numbers V, VII, and VIII of the 4p. 
pendix. Theſe refer all to the Unity and Con- 
iubſtantiality of the Son of God with his Father. 
The Fourth is moreover included in the Third, 
which is here moſt fully conſider d. The Fifth 
and Sixth turn upon the different Senle of a 
Word, as the fame was variouſly underſtood 
by ſeveral Perions, and at ſeveral Times. A 
Learned Friend of Dr. Alix has written an 
Anſwer to the former of theſe, which the 
Doctor has thought worthy to put his Seal 
to, by adding it as a Supplement to what he 
himſclt has written about this Matter: and if 
it be allow'd to be an Anſwer to the former, it 
muſt be ſo allo to the Latter, which is a Corol- 
lary of it. The Eighth is anſwer'd pretty fully 
by the IVth and. Laſt Pizces in the Appendix, 
as alſo by 9. 5 p. 8. of the Canſiderations. The 
Twelfth, Thirteenth, Fourteenth and Nine. 
teenth ſappoſe his Not ion of Anti-chriſt; con- 
cerning Which, if the Reader deſire to be futis- 
fy'd, he may conſult a late Treatiſe of the Three 
Evils of the Laſt Times, and of the enſuing Con- 
ing of Anti-chriſt, . eſpecially from p. 109, to 
124, and the Preface. The Fifteenth may be 
granted the Quer iſt, without the leaſt Preju- 
dice, ſo far as I ſce, to the Cauſe we are con- 
tending for; it being highly reaſonable that 
none ſhould be condemn'd without a previous 
Examination. The Sixteenth is only a Re- 
flection, which can never be prov'd to any 
ſatisfaction; and if it cou'd, wou'd yet never 

| deter- 


determine the Truth of an Opinion, or the 
Merit of a Piea. It is alſo ſufficiently accoun- 
ted for; and that without the Support of Con- 
jectures and Suſpicions. But were not this to 
be done, the Queriſt wou'd here have little 
Reaſon to boaſt of the Advantage. Since it 
is impoſſible for him ſo to fix the Imputation 
againſt the Catholicks, as not to give himſclf 
and his Party at the ſame time a back Blow. 
For I maintain that the Suſpicion affects the 


Arians themſelves quite as much as the Cathòo- - 


licks, yea far more; it being notorioufly known 
and complain d of, that the great Lois which 
we ſuffer of the Antient Books is in a very 
great Meaſure ou ing to the Incurſions of the 
Arians, under their Kings. And how can he, 
or any one, tell but that ſeveral even of the 
Arian and Apollinarian Writings may have been 
without diſtinction deſtroy'd with the others. 
As for the Seventeenth, it ſhall not be con- 
teſted with him: that is, if the Suppe ſition 
upon which it is built can be prov'd; which I 


very much queſtion. But the Reader is leſt 


to Conſider withal, whether there be not ſome 
Plain Teftimonies here brought by this Author, 
belides Human Reaſonings, for the Orthodox 
Faith The XXth is comply'd with by our 
Author moſt readily : and Mr. Whiſtpy will 
have little ground to complain, that the Terms 
by him us'd are not ſtated. The Laſt contains 
a moſt heavy Charge; and therefore-ought 
to be well prov'd. Till that be done, it muſt 

" be 
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be confider'd as a pure Calumay. This in 
Anſwer to the Firſt Queſtion is prudently yet 
obviated : and for the good of our common Chri- 
ſtianity in which all ( Arians and Sociniaus no 
leſs than Orthodox) agree, ought not I think 
to be ſo much as mention'd. For I know not 
whom it will ſo much gratiſy as the Atheiſts 
and Deiſts. | 


S. 12. After this ſummary Review of the 
Queſtions, and of the Anſwers to them; 1 
proceed therefore to give a ſhort Repreſenta. 
tion of the Deſign of the ſeveral ſmall Pieces in 
the Appendix, and of their Connexion with 
the Conſiderations as well as Relation to the 
Hiſtorical Preface and the Propoſitions in the 


2699 to Dr. Allix's Remarks. In the Firſt then 
Phis Deſign is to ſhew, That the Meſſias ſpoken 
of by Moſes and the Prophets was, according 
to the current Doctrine of the Times in which 
our Lord livd upon Earth, to be the Son of 
God in a Proper not an Adoptive Senſe : and 
that it was Biaſphemy and Death for any Per- 
fon beſides Him to uſurp that Title, or to 
call God bis Proper Father. That he was, 
1. So recogniz'd by his own Apoſtles. 2. S0 
declar'd by his own facred Mouth. And, 
3. So charg'd by his Enemies as maintaining 
of Himſelf. That none moreover could be 
the Proper Son of God, but he muſt be alſo 
Equal with God : And that our Lord did con- 
ſequently make himſelf Equal with God, by 


declas 
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declaring himſelf his Proper Son and Him his 
Proper Father. This ſtrikes more immediately 
at Mr. Whi/ton's VIIIth Propoſition, as well as 
at ſeveral Paſſages in his Preface, and indeed 
at his whole Theory. In the Second it is 2. 
prov'd againſt Mr. Whiſffons and the Ari ans, fe * 
by two of the Antient Prophets, 1/aiah and 
Zachariah, as interpreted by St. Fohn both in 
his Goſpel and in the Revelation, that the 
Title of The Almighty, (as before was hinted) 
is applicable to the Son no leſs truly than to 
the Father; directly againſt the common No- 
tion both of the Antient and Modern Ari ans, 
who will have it ſolely applicable to the Fa- 
ther. In the Third his Deſigu is to ſhew, p+6F» 
that Chriſt by calling his Father the andy true 
God, doth not thereby exclude himſelf from 
the Godhead : but that the Eſſential Truth of 
the Divinity of the Father is by him thereby 
aſſerted, in oppoſition to, and excluſive of Idols: 
That neither is the Son excluded by the Father 
from the Deity, but only the Falſe Gods; bur 
is owned by Him in that Relation and Union, 
as if the Glory of the Father and of the Son 
were all one, and their Majeſty equal in the 
eſſential Ground and Truth thereof: And that 
the Son is expreſly hence prov'd the True God, 
or the God of Truth, or Elokei Amen, and Amen, 
even as God the Father ; and that moreover 
the only God is ſpoken of the Father and San 
together, and the ſame Glory of the Divine 
Majeſty attributed to them Both in each of 
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the Two Teitaments, In the Fourth his In- 

| . Niention is to ſhew, that if the Son be God no 
otherwiſe than in the Arias Senſe of the Word, 
then there muſt have been a God before a God, 

or a formed and created God after the True God, 
contrary to his own molt expreſs Declaration, 

by E/aias : And further, That if the Son be 

God, tho' even no more than by the Name E., 

he cou'd not yet begin to exiſt aſter the Fa- 
ther, but muſt have been Co-eternal with 
Him; for that otherwiſe there wou'd be 2 
God [EI] after God the Father. It is allo to 
ſhew, that the Argument vs'd by God to prove 

the Terms I am He to be Proper to Himſelf, 

do prove them to be no leſs Proper to the 

Son than to the Father: And that the Synony- 
mous Words ſubſtituted in their place, ſuch as 
Hes, Jehovah, and El; alſo I am, I am God, 
and the Firſt and the Laſt do no leſs Evidence 
f. grebe ſame. In the Fifth his Deſign is to ſheu, 
that the Father and the Son having, according 

to the former the ſame Names, and being of 

the ſame Natare, are therefore properly call'd 
One, and One God : particularly that the Son 

no leſs than the Father is the Jehovah Elo- 
him of the Jews; if St. Paul's Teſtimony may 
be allow*d ; and that hence the Father and Son 
are not Two Gods, the one Supreme, the other 
Inferiour ;* but are Subſtantially One, and Ua. 
divided. This ſtrikes at more than one Half 

of the Proprſitions, and the whole Founda- 


tion of the Arias Scheme, as it is found in 
| Mr, hi 
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Mr. Whiſton's Books Printed or Manuſcript; 
and deſerves to be thoroughly conſider d. The 
Deſign of the Sixth is to ſhew, That the Son 
even according to the plain and expreſs Letter 
of Scripture, is the Living God, as well as the. 
Father, with whom he 1s eſſentially united; 
and the Living One, as having in him Eſſen- 
tial Life, In the Seventh his Purpoſe is to 9 
clear, That if God himſelf was the Way to the 
Jem to lead them to an Earthly Cayaan, he 
muſt be the Way much rather to the Chrifti» 
ans to lead them to Heaven: That the Name 
Way was among the Antient Jews generally 
known to be Divine: And that Chriſt by calling 
himſelf to the Jews The Way, did in effect declare 
himſelf thereby to be the Veiy God of 1ſrael, 
or Jeho vaß the True God. In the Eigbth his In- r · io. 
tent is to ſhew, That if the ſame Names agree | 
to Father and Son (according to F. 7.) then 
the ſame Nature doth ſo alſo: But that the Su- 
peremineat Names of God, and particularly 
ſuch as expreſs the Eſſence of the Deity un- 
der the Notion of Being are attr.buted to Chriſt: 
as He is the Son of God: Aad conlequently/ 
that the very Eſſence and Nature of the Deity 
uader that Notion is attributed ro Him alſo. 
The Defign of the Ninth is, in Vindication of Pic. 
Biſhop BA, Dr. Cave, Dr. Crabe, and other 
Great Men, to ſhew, That ſuch a certain Man- 
ner of Subſiſtence of the Divine Lagos, whether 
it be in order to Creation, or Human Gene- 
ration, or any other, is no Argument againſt 
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his Eternal Exiſtence. In the Laſt this is fur-· 
ther confirm'd ; the Deſign of which is to 
rove, That there was really an Emiſſion of 


| the Divine Wiſdom or Word, out of God the 


Eather, in order to the Conſtitution of the 
World, by which he became the Beginning of 
the Creation of God: That this Emiſſion is not 


at all inconſiſtent with an eternally Pre-exiſtent 


Being; and muſt according to the Sacred Text 


be reconciled withGezeration : And that Chriſt 


is moſt juſtly hence ſaid to have Three Names, 
as expreſſing ſo many different Manners of 
his Subſiſting, and according to which He is 
to be glorified ; His antnonn Nature, as He 
ix God trem Eternity in and with the Father; 


the Mord of God, as He is the Firſt- born of the 
Creatures; and King of Kings, as He 1s ex- 


alted in our Humanity, and is the Fir/t-born 
of the Reſurrettion. | All this might more fully, 
as to every Particular, have been ſhewn: but 
the Method of the Author is conciſe; whence 
ſome things are but little more than hinted 
at, his Aim being to give as ſhort and cloſe a 
View of his Argument as was poſſible. 
Wise. 1 | | 
S. 13. Now whereas Mr. Whiſton in a Let- 


ter to Dr. Bradford, has given us (p. 65.) 2 


Thott Summ3ry of his Doctrine in a few The- 
ſees: Which, he fays, are Truths ſo plain in the 
rec and frſt Writers, that any one may 


ſee them; I ſhall here, to conclude what re- 


lates to the Doftrinal Part of the — 
INN | um 
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ſum up what this Author, after having care- = 
fully ſearch d both the Scriptures and the Firſtt 
Writers, thinks to be moſt plain in them ; in 
the following Pofitions : I. That the one and 
only Supreme God of the Chriſtians is not 
God the Father, without the Son and Holy Spi- 
rit. II. That proper Divine Worſhip is not | 

+ due to the Father, excluſively of the Son and | 
Holy Ghoſt. III. Thar the Son is Inferior to | 
the Father in Order and Origination only ; not 
in Nature. IV. That he is properly call'd the 
Wiſdom of God, and fo is equally Omniſcient 
with the Father ; tho' his Iferior Nature be- 
fore it was glorify'd could not but be ignorant 
of ſeveral Particulars. V. That the Subordi- 
nation of the Holy Ghoſt to the Father and the** ol 
Son is not an Inferiority of Nature, but of 9 
Order and Proceſſion. VI. That the Holy 
Ghoſt is expreſly call'd both God and Lord; 
and was Invocated by the Firſt Chriſtians. 
VII. That the Son was not begotten only be- 
fore the World, but had an Eternal Pre- exiſtence 
with the Father. VIII. That Chriſt had re- 

| ally an Humane Soul, beſides the Divine 

Word: and fo was True Man. IX. That the 

Sufferings of Chriſt were in the Humane Na- 

ture. X. That the Divine Nature could nei- 
ther be tempted nor ſuffer in Him. Whether 
theſe or Mr. hi ſton's be the Plaineſt to be 
ſees, every one muſt examine, and then 


Judge. 


6. 14. 
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. 14. As to che Hiſtorical Part, which chiefly 
concerns Athanaſins, there was no great need, 
Ithink, to rake any notice of it all; conſidering 
that this would be to run out into an unne- 
ceſſary and endleſs Diſquiſition concerning 
Fats, which commonly tend but the more 
to intricate a Czuſe, and eſpecially if Suſpi- 
*cions and Gueſſes, and Secret Hiſtories be 
propoſed for real Truths, or admitted as Ex- 
planatory of fuch Hiſtories and Records as are 
extant. For whatever we may think of 4tha- 
naſius, or of his Adverſary, Truth will always 
be Truth. Let us then, in God's Name, ſcek 
after the Truth as it is in it ſelf, without 
reſpect to this or that Perſon, no matter how 
famous ſoever he be: and take for this ſuch 
Methods as the God of Truth has pointed us 
out ſufficiently. If we meet with Humane 
Paſſions and Failings, as no doubt ue ſhall, 
in the greateſt of Men, and find not even the 
*Ableſt and moſt Streauous Defenders of the 
Truth wichour all Errors in judgment and 
in Practic:; let us remember that we our 
ſelves are but Men, and ſubject to the ſame 
Paſſions and fai ings as they, and let us not 
on this account let go the Truth which they 
have deliver'd down 00 us. If they have ga¹ινAd 
4 great Character in the Church. nothing ſeems 
"more reaſonabl= than that we ſhould have ſome 
Neſpect for them, and nor lightly entertain 
Suſpicions concerning them; much leſs take 
upon us 10 queſtion the Truth and Reaſon 4 
| Fatts 


£ 


— 4 = * ng uf * * * — OY * — 
i 22 ĩů ———— A as — 
- 
g 


| pa 

o the READER am 
Fats many Hundred Lears after they are, 
without either Records or Hiſtories of tho 
Times to aſſiſt us; and by bare Innuendo's and. 
Inſinuations to attack the Eftabliſh'd Reputa- 
tion of the moſt Eminent Perſons of the Age 
wherein they liv'd, againſt the expreſs Teſt 
mony of the only Writers that can be Witneſſes 

in theſe Matters. It is indeed ſuggeſted, © That 
had the Violence of the Orthodox ſpared us 
„the Writings of the Ariant, tis very likely 
all might be detected: but they have taken 
care to deſtroy or drop thoſe Books which 
they cou'd not Anſwer, and ſo ſeem to defy 

* all Attempts of this Nature.” Whether it 

be ſo or no, I ſhall be glad to fee well prov'd: 
For I am not for having Truth defended: by 
unfair Methods, or Orthodoxy ſupported by 
Violence. yr | 


6.15. But Mr. Whifton knows that there are 
a great many Books of the Orthodox Writerss 
Joſt, as well as of the Arian; and that there 
are ſome Arian Writers ſtill remaining which 
the Oxthodox took no care to deſtroy, tho. 
they might. have done it without much diffi» 
culty, when all the Manuſcripts were in their 
Poſſeſſion. But he ſuſpects that they were 
therefore deſtroy d, becduſe the Orthodox were 
not able to Anſwer: the Arguments that were 
in them. And how comes he to know this? 
Is it not as probable a Su picion, that the Or- 
thodox ſo anſwer'd the Arguments contain'd in 
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them, as the Arie» Writers, that had been by 
maapy at firſt admir'd, came to be at length 
generally neglected and deſpiſed; ſo that the 
Copy iſts might not longer think it worth their 
while to tranſcribe: ſuch Books? Have not the 
*Heathens made the fame Complaints againſt 
the Chriſtians? And will Mr. Whifton ſuſpett 
that the Firft Chriſtians had reaſon ſo to do, 
-becauſe they cou'd not Anſwer the Arguments 
of the Heathens? I dare fay, he is better con- 
vincd of the Truth of the Chriſtian, and of 
the Weakneſs of all tbe Pagan Arguments, 
than to favour a Sufpicion of this Nature. 
Have not alſo the Papiſts made much the ſame 
Complaints againſt the Proteſtants? Do they 
not ſay that at the Beginning of the Refor- 
mation great Numbers of their Books were 
deſtroy'd, or drop'd, by us, as the ſhorteſt 
Way to Anſwer them; and that their Books 
= which have been ſince Printed and Publiſh'd 
4 «have alſo been, and are, by us induſtriouſly 
- ſuppreſs'd, for fear of the Conſequenee we 
apprehend from the Reading of them by the 
People? I'm ſure Mr. M hiſton doth not think 
that becauſe a great many Bonfires have been 
made in England of Popiſh Books, perhaps 
more than he can find to have been made of 
Arian Books during he whole Term of that 
long Conteſt in the Empire, therefore the Ex- 
lib Proteftants, eſpecially the Church of Exg- 
lond, ought to be lu pected to have done this 


purely to ſecure themſelves againſt the Irre - 
fragable 
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fragable Arguments of their Adverſaries. It 
cannot be deny'd, but that ſome valuable 
Books may have thus periſh'd, firſt by the · 
Zeal of the Chriſtians againſt the Heathens, 
next of the Citholicks againſt the Arians, and · 
laſtly of the Proteſtants againſt the Papiſts; 
as well as by the Violence of the oppoſite Par- 
ties on the other fide : but I do not find that 
there is ſo much as one Argument the leſs for- 
| Paganiſm, Arianiſm, or Popery; or that the 

Chriſtians, the Catholicks, or the Proteftants 
have got any great Advantage to their Cauſe 
by fuch a Manner of Proceeding, but rather 
on the contrary. 


$.16. As for the Writings and Hiſtory of 
Athanaſius, T think yet there is no neceſſity to 
inſiſt upon them, with any that have little or 
no reſpect for the Church of the IVth Cen- 
tury; or that this ſhou'd not be ar frf. 
| However that Mr. my might not think 
his S#/picions wholly diſregarded, becauſe he 
has offer d them to the further Conſideration of 
the Learned ; and becauſe he will have them 
to be fo highly worthy of the moſt exait Exa- 
mination of the Church of Chriſt; the moſt 
Material of them are examin'd in the ſol- 
lowing Conſiderations by my Friend; how 
airly, is left to every one that will be at 
the pains of comparing the Allegations on 
both Sides and the Authorities, to judge. I 
readily agree with _— that they are oP 
ew: 
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« Which we have Extant of thoſe Times, or near 
*thoſe Times, this will be no great Recom- 
mendation of the Truth. The Whole of em 


Tupter of Hiſtory, in order thereby to ſupport 


that there are Grounds to ſuſpe& him not 


- of downright Forgery ; but that he might not 


Party, care was taken by him and them that 


| prov'd»to have a ſufficient Ground; but ap- 


but the Credit of Athanaſius may remain as 


have brought againſt him. And ſome are of 


SO 
＋ 


Matter even to write an Hiſtory of the Pre- 


New : but in Matters of Old Fiiftory, where 
Facts are to be decided by the Teſtimonies 


turns upon this Point, That Athanaſius is a Cor- 
his Corruptions of the Chriſtian Faith: and 


only guilty of Prevarication in the Recital of 
the Facts wherein he was concern'd, but even 


be detected, to the Confuſion of him and his 


al) ſuch Monuments or Writings that could 
ſerve to make the Diſcovery, ſhould for that 
reaſon be made away with. Now as the latter 
Part of this Suggeſtion, how plaufible ſoever 
it may ſeem indeed to ſome, can never be 


pears by what has been here ſaid to be very 
Precarious, and no more to affect the Ortho- 
dex Side than the Other: ſo unleſs the former 
Part of it be better warranted, I do not {ce 


great in the Church as it has ever been; after 
all that either his Old or New Adverſaries 


the Opinion that it would be no very difficult 
varications and Forgeries of the Arians, in 


order to ſupport the Honour of their _ 
u 
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Such ſort of Hiſtories would not fail to have 
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great Numbers of Readers, if but tolerably 
written; nothing being generally more grate- 


ful to corrupt Hamane Nature, than to be di-— 


verted with the Real or Imaginary Faults of 
others. But I profeſs I am tor no Perſonal 
Reflections, either upon the Living or the-. 
Dead, Where they can be avoided; as think- 
ing nothing leſs than an Abſolute Necellity, 
and Notoriety of Fact, can excuſe them in 
our Reſearches after or Vindications cf the 
Truth, whether it be Natural or Divine : 
And ſo long as Men are Men, I ſhall always 
be apt to believe that there will be found ſomes» 
Faults on lot h Sides; and ſhall not wonder if 
Truth be often divided aſunder in the Heat of 
the Diſpute, or that each of the contending 
Parties ſhould be for puſhing his Adverſary too 
far. I cannot prove that either the Arias or 
the At hanaſians have been ſo wicked as mali- 
ciouſly to corrupt the very Text of the Scrip- 
ture: And therefore I think it reaſonable not 
to charge that upon either, which may be, 
otherwiſe accounted for ; and that with leſs 
danger to Religion. There are many Proba- 
bilities which are falſe : and there are alſo many 
Improbabilities which are true. And if in 
the Writings of Athanaſius there may poſſibly 


be found ſome things almoſt Incredible, there 


may be found alſo ſome in the Writings of 
Thoſe now Alive, which may ſeem not only- 
almaſt but altogether Incredible about Thirteea 


o or 
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or Fourteen Hundred Years hence; which yet 
are now fully believ'd by a great many, and 
by ſome likewiſe that have not been wanting 
to make the beſt Inquiry they can while the 
Facts ate freſh. - | | 


„ S. 17. Whether there be the greateſt Reaſon 
in the World to ſuſpect many of the Letters 
and Monuments produced by Athaemaſizes, tp le 
dirett Forgeries, becauſe at ſo great a diſtance 
of Time they are not ſupported by any other 
Original Teltimonies, or becauſe we may per- 
haps not be able to reconcile them perfectly to 
the Chronology we have form'd ; Mr. Whiſtos 
is therefore entreted to re- conſider more calm- 
ly, and to judge as he himſelf wou'd be willing 
to be judg'd in the like Caſe. For it is not 
impoſſible that in a great deal leſs than Four. 
teen Hundred Years to come, or even than 
One Hundred, ſorfie or other may ſtart up 
-who may ſuſpect the Writings. and Hiſtory of 
Mr. ¶ hi ſton, no leſs than he now does thoſe of 
Athanaſius : and may even queſtion whether all 
the Letters and Monuments which he has pro- 
duced both in the Hiforical Preface, and in the 
Appendix to it be genuine, or ſuch as they are 
pretended to be; if any of theſe ſhould happen 
to be unſupported by erher Original Teſtimo- 
nies of theſe Times, or there ſhould be ſome 
Difficulty in the Dates which could not ſo es: 
ſily then be ſolv d, or adjuſted® Nay we wil 
moreover” ſuppoſe his Doctrine to prevail 26 
| | _— 


* ad” a 


0 the REA DER © xxy © 
univerſally here, as that of Athanaſius doth 
now; or even as that of Mabomet, in the 
Eaſt, upon the Ruins of (what he calls) { 
Athanaſiznifm ; and that the Honour pay'd to ö 
Mr. Whiſten, and his Memory ſhould not be 1 
2 


Inferior to that which the Panegyriſt upon 
Athanaſias relates, but ſhould be even greater 
than what is due from Men to the Saints them- 
ſelves (p. 98.) may nor this very Perſon de- 
claim in like manner againſt Mr. Whi/ton, and 
ſay, That this V hiſton was plainly a violent 
* Party-man, and the known Head of a Party: 
e and was therefore no more to be depended 
* on in Matters wherein himſelf and his own 
* Aﬀairs were peculiarly concern'd, than 
others, the like Party men, and Heads of 
Parties, are to be in parallel Caſes. That 
“he was, if not the Author of a gem Sect in 
* the Church, yet the Reviver of an old one; 
that he was a Perſon indeed of extraordinary 
Parts, and no little Learning, but 200 fond 
* of new Notions, and oftentimes laying 460 
great a Streſs upon them; that he was Hot 
* and Vehement in his Temper ; Reſolute 
* end Ambitious; and one generally charg'd 
* in his own Time with Pride, Vanity and 
* Obſtinacy ; that he would rather ſet the 
© Chriſtian World in 4 Combuſtion, than recede 
% from his pretenſious; that he treats his Ad- 
* werſaries with the moſt unchriſtian Names 0 
® Reproach and Score poſſible ; that of thoſe 
Letters of Biſhops and private Men — 
** he 
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che has Publiſh'd ſome he mangles, partly 
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and ſuch as ſeem 
in ſome Points, were not yet at all pleas'd 
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expoſing, partly ſuppreſſing. them; that he 
was oppos'd by the greateſt Men of his 
Time for Learning and Probity ; that in 


general the main Body of the Church 


whereof he profeſs d himſelf a Member, 
and a Prieſt, was diſſatisſy d with him; 
that Perſons, even the moſt Eminent for 


their Moderation, his Intimate Friends alſo, 


d inclinable to favour him 


with the Meaſures by him taken, did con- 
demn both his Project and the Manage- 
ment of it, and did complain of them. 
ſelves not being fairly Repreſented by him; 
that of them who at firſt admir'd many after- * 
wards deſpiſed him, charging him with ixde- 
cent Warmths and weak Reaſonings, yea even 
with Iaſincerity too; that the Soundaneſs of 
his Underſtanding was queſtion'd by more 
than a few; that one of his Ol Friend: 
flatly told him of his Raving; that others 
confider'd him as an Enthuſiaſt both in his 
Theories of Philoſophy and Divinity; and 


even a very Romancer in Chroxology ; that 
ol the Facts and Circumſtances by him re- 


{ 
: 


lated there was no ſmall Complaint made 
of: his Miſrepreſentations ; that it appears 
that not only Dr. Lucas, Dr. Bradford, 
Dr. Alix, and Dr. Grabe, but alſo ſeveral 
others of Eminent Diſtinction did much re- 
ſent his manner of bringing forth their 
é pri- 
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private Converſations, and tax him with 
* no ſmall Degree of Partiality and unfair 
« Dealing in that Matter; that it is as plain 
« that Socinians, Deiſts, and profeſt Infidels 
« were among the moſt forward to ſupport 
« his-Intereſt and Cauſe, and cry up his Per- 
« formances ”; with a great deal more to 
the ſame Purpole. Now I appeal to Mr. Whz- 
fron, how he wou'd like to be himſelf thus 
treated. Let him make it his own Caſe : 
and then let him judge in God's Name. 


$.18. I am willing, I confeſs, to think his 
manner of treating this Great Man proceeds 
not from an evil Deſign ; but rather from the 
Warmth and Vehemence of his Natural Temper, 
increas d by an honeſt and hearty Zeal for what 
appears to him to be True, and of Importance 
in Chriſtianity. But let it be ſo: the Dan- 
ger thereby is not the Leſs, but the More; if# 
it happen that he be miſtaken. For my part 
I ſhou'd not be at all pleas'd to have any 
one Write and Publiſh S#/picions concerning 
Mr. Whiſton, either before or after his Death, 
but eſpecially after it; whatever Name he may 
arrive to in this or the ſucceeding Generations. 
Though 'tis not to be doubted but by compa- 
ring all his Books and other Contemporary 
Authors, it wou'd be no very difficult Task 
for an Ingenious Author, ſuch as Mr. Hhiſton is 
conſeſsd to be, to heap S»/picion upon Spſpicion, 


if 
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if his Natural Zeal be but once fir d, till they 
arrive at length to more than Seventeen. 
8. 19. Alter the Learned Montfaucons Ac- 
count of the Life of Athanaſius, as well as that 
of our Countryman Dr. Cave; there ſeems to 
be left but inconfiderable. Gleaniogs behind 
for any that ſhould now ſt about a Review of 
that Hiſtory from the Originals, I ſhould be 
glad indeed to ſee a fair and impartial Account 
of that whole Affair, wherein that Father was 
ſo eminently concern d, and to have Facts deli- 
ver d without any Tincture either of Panegy- 
rick or Satyr, or Mixture of Paſſion for or 
againſt either of the contending Sides, But, 
God be thank ed, there's no neceſſity, in order 
to the Diſcovery of the Truth or Error of the 
Doctrines profeſs d by us, to be nicely acquain- 
ted with all that has paſs d in the Church rela- 
ting to thele, from a vaſt Number of different 
Cauſes; which it would be alſo an endleſs mat- 
ter to ſearch into. The Method taken by the 
Author of theſe Conſiderations is much ſhorter, 
and plainer; and therefore, in my Opinion, 
to be preſerr'd. For whether Athangſius be 
juftify'd, or condemn'd, the Streſs of the 
Cauſe (as has been ſaid ) depends not upon 
his Integrity and Veracity: but upon the un- 
doubted and unſophiſticated Originals of our 
Religion, and upon the Interpretation of them 
both by Jews and Chriſtians, before ever he 
appear'd in the World, q 
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6. 20. Were He indeed but half ſo bad a | 
Man, as he is ſuſpetFed by Mr. Whifton to have 1 
been, I muſt grant his Memory ought to be | 
as much abhorr'd, as it has been hitherto ho- 
nour'd, by Chriſtians. But then certainly the 
Proofs for Forgery ought to be as plain as the! 
Imputation is heavy. Let the Letters there- 
fore and Monuments which he produces be 
prov'd to be direct Forgeries, if this can be 
done. And let the Evidence for this be ſuch 
as would be admitted before a Court of Judi- 
cature ; for Surmiſes and ConjeQtures ought 
not, I think, to be receiv'd in a Caſe of this 
(or far leſs) Importance, for Proof. Tis 
acknowledg'd by Mr. Mhiſton himſelt, that it 
would be an hard matter am to convict of 
Forgery and malicious Prevarication the Perſon 
ſo liberally accus'd ; But yet he doth not think 
the Caſe quite deſp:rate, if any ſag atious and · 
honeſt Man would go about it. Now ſince in 
near Fourteen Centuries there has not appear'd 
one hitherto ſagacious and honeſt enough to ſet 
abcut an Attempt of this Nature, even while 
it was ſo vaſtly eaſier to have made che Di.co- 
very; I muſt confeſs, if ſuch a Caſe be not 


deſperate, I ſhell hardly ever hereafter deſpair 
any. 


. 2t. Well | 7 heartily wiſh (ſays he) the 
late Learned Writer of the Hiſtory of Monta- 
niſm could lay aſide his Byaſs for common Notions, 
and would ſet himſelf about ſuch an Enquiry. 

e Since 
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Since I doubt not But he would ſoon diſcover not 
only the Prevarication and Tricks of Athanaſius; 
but the true Origin of Athanaſianim; I nenn 
he would ſoon clearly find, what he has alreat 
much ado to avoid ſeeing, that Arhanaſianiim 3 
no other than a remote Branch of Montaniſm; 
4s convey d down in Galatia and Ancyra to the 
Feretick Marcellus, aud by him to his knows 
Friend and Companion Athanaſius. P. 108, 
and in p. 45. he declares himſelf abuadantly 
fatisfy'd, that the Arian Doctrines are thoſe de- 
liver d by our Saviour and his Apoſtles, and 
by all the Firſt Chriſtians till Philotophy from 
the Antient Hereticks, particularly from Ter- 
tullian, prevail'd at Rome, the Seat of Arti. 
chriſt. Now all the World knows that Ter- 
tillian was a Follower of Mont aum, as well as 
that Marcellus of Ancyra, where Montaniſm 
ſometime flouriſh'd, was a Friend of At 
naſius. And in the aforeſaid Hiftory of Mov: 
zaniſm, there is given a full and particular 
Account as of this Tertullian (from whole 
Writings I acknowledge my ſelf to have been 
very muoh aſſiſted in compiling that Treatiſe) 
ſo as exact an one as I could get of the Monts 
miſts in Galatia, where this Marcellus was 1 
Biſhop. But whereas from the Galatian Mon. 
taniſts, an occaſion is thence taken to ſhew 
how both the Weſtern and Eaſtern Churches 
came to derive ſeveral of their particular Opt 
nions and Practices in the Fifth and Sixth Cen- 


turies, and ſo downwards; and how the . 
| | 0 
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of Montaniſm inſenſibly diffus'd it felf even 
amongſt them by whom it ſtood publickly 
conderan'd : after ſome Inſtances hereof given, 
it was thought neceſſary to obviate an Obje- 
Aion, or rather an Aſperſi-n of ſome Modern 
Aotitrinitarians, particularly of Sandius, that 
will have the Doctrines of the Trinity, and of“ 
Tranſubſtanti ation, to have been both the Pro- 
duct of the Sect of Mont anus; by the ſollow- 
i ing Paſſage, which I beg leave to tranſcribe, 
And though. it be falſe what the Arzans 
„ pretended, That the Catholicks learnt the 
* DoQtrine of Conſubſtantiality from the Mon- 
* taniſts ; and there be not the leaſt ground to 
ſuſpꝛct the Lateran Fathers of any ſecret De- 
* ſign to introduce the Myſteries of the Peps- 
„ zenians [a principal Branch of that Set} 
« when. they ,eftabliſh'd Tranſubſtantiation, 
* whatever ſome may have ftarted concerning 
* the Original hereof, yet ſeems it pretty fairly 
* accountable, how the Simplicity of the 
* Goſpel of Chriſt might by the Weſtern 
* Chriſtians more eſpecially come to be very 
* much loſt by their ſucking in of that Spirit 
* unawares, a Spirit not eaſily to be diſtin- 
* guiſh'd, ſo ir kept it ſelf but within the 
* Bounds of the Church; and how the great- 
* .eft Number of Impoſitions, both in Do- 
© Qrige, Diſcipline, and Worſhip, may at 
© firſt have been introduc'd by an extrava- 
' gant Mont aniſtical Zeal in ſome Pious (but 
* Indifcreet ) Perſons, and then afterwards 
| e 2 con- 
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I; confirmi'd. Ars. XVII. §. 10. p. 251. I 
did not think it needful to vouch here any 
uthorities for the Co:ſubfantiality of the Fa. 

her and Son, or for the Catholick Notion of 
the ' Trinity. (before ſpoken to in Ave. II.) 
therewith declar'd by the firſt General Council, 
dot being propagated in the manner that is 
more than once in this Preface ſuggeſted: any 
mare than for Trenſubſtantiation, eſpecially as 
underſtood in the groſs Senſe of the Word, net 
being the Invention of any of thoſe early En- 
thuſiaſts. For the Learned cannot but know 
that the Uſe of the Term 54ozn@. ( Conſul 
- eſtantial ] with others thereto Equivalent, ftands 
confirm'd by the Authority of the Primitive 
Fathers, never in the leaſt ſuſp:&ed of Mor 
taviſm ; as particularly of both the Dexys's of 
Rome and Alexandria, of Origen, of Theognofuu, 
and even of Euſebius, tho' generally ſuſpected 
for a Favourer of Arianiſm : And this not only 
before the ſaid Council of Nice, but even be- 
fore that of Autioch too, where it ſeems to 
have been for that time prudentially ſupprels', 
on occaſion of ſome Miſunderſtandings; for 
Proof of which the Reader, if he pleaſe, may 
conſider the above: mentionꝰd Diſſertation lately 
publiſh'd by Dr. Alix, being, An Anſwer t! 
the Fifth Queſtion of Mr. Whiſton's Hiſtoricd 
Preface. And if Marcellus had in his oul 
time been ſuſpected of Montaniſm, or it had 
but probable that he had learat this 
oQrine from any of that Sect in Ancyra, * 
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of a remoter Branch; it is very ſtrange that 
Euſebius, who writ Five Books againſt him, * 
ſhould leave that Diſcovery to be made by 
Mr.Whifon: or that in the Council of Nice it 
ſelf there ſhould be no ſuch Objection ſtarted, 
either againſt the DodFrine or the Term, by bim 
er any other, ſo far as we can find. Beſides 
the Pretlian Order of Montaniſm u as generally 
accounted, as I have ſhewn, moſt Orthodox 
in the Do2rine of the Trinicy and the Incar- 
nation, as the Æſchiniſt Order u as by the Ca- 
thol.cks reputed Heterodex in both theſe : but 
it is notorious that the C::arge againſt Marcellus e- 
was for favouring the Op nion of Sabellius, 
which was contrary to that of Proclus and his 
School; and the Sabelians, being properly» 
Aſchinifts in this Doctrine, and believing 
therefore with them little or nothing of Myſtery 
in the Chriſtian Religion, are not likely to 
have pro 1 either by this Marcellus or 
any one elſe, that which is nfs higheſt of My» 
ſteries, and ſo utterly Incomprehenſible by 
Humane Reaſon, Whence if the Friend of 
Athanaſius did after the Definition of this 
Myſtery by the Council of Vice, by endea-+ 
vouring to make it Comprehenſible, or leſs 
MyRerious, fall into Sabe/liaviſm ; I cannot 
diſcern why the Definition it ſelf of thar 
Council, which I ſuppoſe to be underſtood by 
Athansſraniſm, ſhould owe its Original to any 
Branch of Montaniſm. Whether a Proclian or 


an £ſchiniſt Senſe was put upon the Words of 


the 
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the Council; I fee no reaſon why the Fathers 
*who ſat ia it ſhould be ſuſpected for Monta- 
nifss, either of this or that Order: Or why 
the Doctrine by them defin'd, and by Athana- 
ſous defended, ſhould be thought to be indi- 
rely ſhuffled in by a Galatian Montaniſt in 
Maſquerade. . But I am no Advocate for Mar- 
cellus. Let bis Caſe be whatever it will; the 
Cauſe depends not upon him. Before Mar- 
cellus, before Athanaſius, yea even before Mon. 
tanus too, there are Evidences {till remaining, 
by which we are willing to have it fairly try'd. 
And as for Tertullian, a great deal more might 
be ſaid; but that would lead me out much too 
far in this Place. Only let it be remembred, 
that none was ever a more ſtiff Aſſerter of 
Cat lolict Preſcription in Matters of Faith thaa 
ke, or that writ better for it: and this even 
after his adhering to the Montaniſt Prophets. 
So let this ſuffice concerning Athanaſius and 


At hanaſi ani ſin. 


S. 22. For Treally agree with Mr. VWhifon, 
© that no one ought to be at all led by any 
„particular Mex, but to take their Chriſtian 
& Faith and Practice ſrom thoſe moſt Sacred 
Hand Primitive Writers, which liv'd long 
„ before the Riſe of the Controverſies in the 
%% IVih Century; but eſpecially from the 
undoubtedly Canonical Scriptures, or Coeval 
Writers; as this Author has endeavour'd to do 
in theſe his Conſiderations, and in the ſhort 
Eſſays 
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Eſſays annex'd.” And if his Heart be i» the 
main ſincere and upright, as I am willing to 
hope and believe, and honeſtly labouring to the 
beſt of his Rnomledge, to promote Truth and 
Piety in the World, according to his Profeſion 
to the Convocation, in his Letter to the Prefi- 
dent of it; I doubt not but God will make very 
merciful Allowances, where Man may make 
none: And that, fince he declares his readineſs 
* to correct any Miſtakes in his Books Printed 
„or Manuſcript, or retract any Opinions he 
* may have advanced, that upon dae Exami- 
“nation {hall appear not to be well grounded” 
I earneſtly pray that God may deal with him 
according to the Sincerity of his Declaration,” 
and not ſuffer him, or any one that loveth 
and ſeeketh the Truth, to abide in any pernt- 
cious Error. And let us all follow the Ways of 
Peace and Truth, and endeavour to reſtore a 
miſtaken Brother ia the Spirit of Meekmeſs ; 
unle's his Obſtinacy be made apparent in the 
Contempt of the Righttul Authority of the 
Church, delegated by Chriſt. There is a ne- 
ceſſity that Scandals and Hereſies ſhould ariſe: 
but perhaps there is hardly one Hereſy which. 
has ariſen, that has not ſprung originally from 
ſome Scandal given, or from ſome Miſtake or 
Defect either in Faith or Practice, amongſt” 
the Orthodox Proſeſſors themſelves; as by an 
Enumeration of Particulars could be ſhown 
with eaſe. Herein there is a great Depth of 
Divine: Wiſdom, which no Humane Reaſon 
can 
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A can ever fathom : But he that brought Light 

out of Darkneſs will as certainly bring Good 
out of Bvil; and make even the Fury of Man 
to turn to his Praiſe. In this I reſt fully ſatiſ- 
fy'd: and ſhall always in this Matter fix my 
Eye therefore upon the Conduct of God, without 
much regard for the Condat of Mr. Whiſton, 
or of any other whomloever, or for the difle- 
tent Opinions of Men concerning it. 


. 23. Theſe Papers come abroad much later 
than was at firſt expected. I receivꝰd the Lei. 
ter before yet any thing was publiſh'd in this 
preſent Controverſie againſt Mr. Mhiſton. It 

was in the Hands of ſeveral Learned Men about 
the time that 4» Eſſay againſt Arianiſm, &c. 
by Mr. Mattaire came forth ; and moſt of the 

Papers which make the Appendix much ſooner. 
The Reverend and Learned Dr. Hicks, that 
eminent Allcrter and Reviver of Primitive 

_ Chriſtianity, was pleasd to make his Remarks 
upon them, and heartily to encourage their 
Publication. If they may be of any Service in 
the Church of God, both the Author and Pub- 
liſher have their Ends: and let God only, the 
God of Truth, have the Praiſe, through his 
own beloved Son Jeſus Chriſt our Lord, in 

the Unity of the Spirit, Bleſſed for ever. If 
Mr. Whiſtos be as honeſt and fincere as he pro- 
feſſes, he will have no occaſion, I truſt, to be 
offended with the Lezrer it ſelf, or with the 
Remarks: vpon ſome Texts of Scripture fol- 

| ö lowing 


Sides; and he may have ſome reaſon to re- 


to underſtand: and obey his Truth, according: to 
his own Revelation (pag. 62, 66.) which the 
Author of the Conſiderations will be found to 
have had a conſtant Regard to: and wherein 
we hope that all will agree. 1 


; 
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HE Charge againſt the Antient Chri- 
ſtian Fathers of adopting the Notions 
of Pagan (particularly the Platonick) Philo- 
ſophy into our Sacred Myſteries, and corrup- 
ting thereby the Simplicity of the Primitive 
Doctrine concerning the Incarnation, &c. 
which Mr. Whi/ton lays ſo mighty a Streſs 
upon, having been fully and ſolidly remov'd 
by the very Learned Author of the lncom- 
parable Anſwer to Fontanelle of Oracles, tis 
bop'd the World will ſhortly ſee how little 
Reaſon the Adverſaries of the Catholick Faith 
have to triumph on this Account. And as 
for the Author of the ſecond Book of Eſdras, 


in a more proper Place, that he is not fa - 
Vourable to the Arian Scheme. 
f Plain 
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lowing it; which are humbly offer'd to the 
farther Conſideration of the Readers of botn 


examine all the Steps that he has hitherto 
taken in this Affair. Now may God preſerve | 
vs All bumble, modeſt, and ſincere ; and make us 


whoever he be, it ſhall alſo be made appear 


FAQ 
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I. HERE are the Father, Son, and 
VV Holy Ghoſt call'd Three Divine Be 

ings in the Scripture, or the moſt Primitive 
Writers? I deſire but one plain Inſtance. 


II. Where is it ſaid there is more than Or 
Goa, and Lord, in Scripture, or the moſt Pri 
mitive Writers? Or than Oze- Divine Being 
that is the Object of any Divine Worſhip 
whatſoever? I deſire but one plain Inſtance. 


III Where is Chriſt ſaid to be a Sabords 
nate God, either in the New Teſtament, ot 
the moſt Primitive Writers? Give me but a 
plain an Inſtance, as that he is ſimply call 
God and Lord in Scripture, 


IV. Where is Chriſt ſaid to be a God either 
by Appointment, or , Conſtitution, or Creation, 
in the moſt Sacred and Antient Monuments 
of our Religion? One or 'Two plain Inſtances 
Hall convince me. 

| V. Where 
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V. Where do the Scriptures ſay any thing 
of the Subſtance or Eſſence of the Divine V 22 
25: entirely diſtinct from the Subſtance a 
Eſſence of God ? Or where is the Co-eſſextiality 
of the one with the Other expreſly deny'd in 
the moſt Primitive Writers ? I deſire but one 
plain Inſtance in each. 1 


VI. Where do the Scriptures or moſt Pr.- 
mit ive Writers ſay any thing of the Subſtance 
or Eſſence of the Holy Spirit? And where do 
they ſay that God, and the Spirit of God, 
are of a differest Nature, Eſſence and Sub- 
ſtance? Or how can the Spirit of God ſearch 
the Things of God, unleſs it be of the ſame 
Nature with God? This I want to have ex- 
plain'd by clear Teſtimonies. = 


VII. Where is the Spirit of God called a 
Creature either in the Scriptures or in the 
molt Antient Chriſtian Writers? One plain 


and poſitive Teſtimony ſhall here ſuffice. 


VIII. Where is it {aid that the Son is to 
be worſhip'd only with an Iferior Worſhip, 
and not with the ſame Worſhip whereu ith 
we Worſhip the Father? Let me but ſee where 
it is once ſo written; and I will never Ho- 
nour the Son as the Father is Honour d. 


FEE 


xl Plain Quks T10Ns. 


IX. Where doth the Scripture teach us ty 
or three Degrees of Divine Worſhip ? And 
where do the moſt Primitive Writers diſtin- 
guiſh theſe ſevers! Worſhips to prevent ou 
falling into [aolatry? A very few plain Teſti 
monies will here ſatisfy me better, than al 
the Popiſb Diſtinctions. . | 


X. Whether if Latria, or Supreme Origind 
Worſhip be due to the Father only; it be Ds 
lia which is due to the Son, or Hyperdalia! 
I deſire to be ſatisfy*d concerning this by on: 
or more clear Paſſages of Scripture and ut 
corrupted Antiquity, 1 


Xl. Where is it faid that the Holy Ghol 
muſt be contented with Dalia only? And i 
he be to be worſbip'd in any Form, Why nt 
in that of Invocation, as well as in that d 
Doxology, or any other ? 


XII. Whether the Subordinate Worſhip al 
a Creature was not the Beginning of tht 
Apoſtacy from the Primitive Faith and Pri 
ctice, which by Mr. Whiſton is call'd Au- 
ehriſtianiſm ? And whether, if the Inſerio 
"Worſhip of Creatures, highly honour'd by 
God, be Anti- chriſtian and Idolatrous, in the 
Papiſts, it be not ſo alſo in the Arians, or if 
any other Anti- trinitarians? 


XIII. Whe 
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XIII. Whether Chriſt be not properly in 
Scripture call'd the Son of God? And where 
is it ſaid that the Son, or Word, was created,” 
either in the Old or New Teſtament? I deſire 
but _ ſingle Inſtance, according to the Ori: 

ginal. 


XIV. What Abſurdity is it to think a Son 
to be of the ſame Nature and Eſſence, or Sub- 
ſtance, with his own Proper Father? And 
wherein doth this contradi& Scripture, An- 
tiquity, or Reaſon ? Or why ſhould it be 
more incredible in Heavenly, than in Earthly 
Things ? One plain Reaſon, or one plain Text 
is here only deſir'd. 


XV. Where is it ſaid that God was ever 
without his Word, or the Father without his 
Son? I deſire but one plain Inſtance either in 
the Scriptures, or in Primitive Antiquity. 


XVI. Where is it ſaid that God was ever 
without his own Spirit ? Or that this Divine 
Spirit was not of the ſame Nature and Power 
with Himſelf ; but far Inferior? A ſingle In- 
ſtance is only deſir'd. 


XVII. Where do the Scriptures ſay that 
Chriſt had no Humane Rational Soul? Or 
whence doth it appear that he hath took not 

up the whole Humane Nature, but a Part =_ 


xlu Hain Qursrioxs. 
Or why is he call'd Son of Man, if he was 
. not a. Traue and Perfeff Man ? Or' how cou'd 
he be a True Man without the 'True Form of 
2 Man, or a Reaſonable Soul like unto that 
of other Men? my 
XVIII. Where do the Scriptures ſpeak any 
thing of the Sufferings of the Divine Nature of 
our Saviour? I beg but one plain Inftance, 
And how comes it about that the known He- 
Teſy of the Theopaſchites is revivd now in our 
days for Primitive Chriſtianity ? 


XIX. Did Chriſt come into the World to 
deliver Man from the Worſhip of Creatares, 
thereby to ſet up himſelf but a Creature to be 
worſhip'd as God? Shew me where it is ſo 
Wrüten, and I will immediately ſubſcribe the 
Creed of Arius. | | | 


XX. What is the Doctrine of Demons con- 
demn'd by St. Paal? Is it not a Dectrine 
concerning certain Divine Beings, or Perſons, 

reallj and numerically diſtintt from the One Sus 
preme Cod, as well as from each other, and far 
Inferior to Him in Nature, Attrilutes and 
Perfectians? Is not the Supereminent Dignity 
aſcrib'd to theſe Beings, and the proper De- 
gree of Worſbip to be paid them truly and 
itriMly Demoniacal? And what we are to think 
of them that hold this Doctrine of Demons f 
A plain and poſitive Anſwer is here expected. 
5 XXI. Why 
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XXI. Why ſo many of the Antient Books 
of the Catholicks againſt the Arians are loſt? 
and in particular why the Writings of Mar- 
celws are utterly periſh'd, when thoſe of Eaſe- 
bius againſt him are preſerv'd ? And how 
comes it to paſs that we have no other Eccle- 
faſticat Hiſtories of the moſt Primitive:Ages 
remaining, but that of this very Eaſebias? 
Did not the Arian Emperors labour to ſuppreſs 
the Books of the Catholicks? And what is 
Mr. Whifton's Opinion of the Goths and Yay. · 
dals? Were theſe Deſtroyers of the Antient · 
Monuments of Learning, Catholicks, or were 
they Arians: Tea, or No? | 11:5A 8 


De Number of theſe QuzesTions might 
eaſily be doubled; and eſpecially were Mr. Whi- 
fon's Method herein follow'd : But a PL Ain 
ANSWER ro Theſe ſball be ſufficient. Is it ſo 
Written; er 4 it not? Or 4 there Cathalick 
Preſcription, which is clear and expreſs? Let 
us have Plain Teſtimonies, as he requires, . with- 
out am of bis own Human Reaſonings and 


Suſpicions. 
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Human or Rational Soul, $ th EET 

The Difference between Body, Soul and Spirit, Phi- 

. Joſophically and Theologically conſider d, S 2. p. 3. 


II. Whether the Eternity of the Son of God was a 
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Fathers, $5. p. 8. 
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call'd One God in Scripture ; and particularly by 


St. Paul, § 1. p. 13. 
An Inquiry whether there be no Authorities for this 


in the moſt Primitive Writers, F 2. p. 16. 
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Equality of the Son with the Father, § 3, J. p. 16. 
Two Texts, one in the New, the other in the Old 


Teſtament, determining this matter, S 3, 4. ibid. 
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V. Titles and Epithets of the Supreme God given to 


hriſt. 
I. God the Creator, $7. p. 19. 
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A. 
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REMARKS 
ON 
| Mr. WHISTONss 
| Hiſtorical Preface. 


> ys 
J * read over Mr. Whiſton's Hiſtorical 


Preface, which as it is written with 
much Heat, ſo I am afraid with too 
much Precipitancy and Prejudice. L 
think I may be ſute with ſome Miſtakes , 
which I ſhall endeavour to ſet before you, to- 


gether with ſome other Remarks on the ſame 
Preface. 


. 1. Page 4, 5. He tells us how he came 
into the Apollinarian Notion ; namely, by caſt- 
Ing his Eye on a certain Place of Mr. Broclesby's 
Goſpel Theiſm, where He met with this A- 
lertion, That Chri/t had no human or ra- 
4 tional Soul diſtin from the Logos ; but 
that at the Tncarnation the Logos ſup- 
Plied the Place of ſuch a Soul.” And be- 

"| >. 1 cauſe 


4 


8 


\ 


cauſe Juſtin Martyr in his Second Apol. Sect. 10. 
ſeems to aſſert ſomething contrary, namely, 
That Chrift had a Son, {vy}, no leis than the 
Ford, and a Bod), He endeavours to reconcile 
himwith the former, by telling us, that the Sou), 
J is the Senſit ive Soul; and Spirit, ef, the 
Rational: But I am of Opinion it will appear 
from this very Juſtin, that qu is the ratio- 
nal Saul, and not the Senſitive; for in his 
Fragment de Reſurrectione, p. 188, 189, of 
Grale's Spicileg. He ſays thus, * For what is 
Man, but « rational Animal conſiſting of Soul 
and Body ? Where Man is call'd Rational from 
the Saul only, the Spirit being not at all rec- 
koned into the Compoſition. Again, in the 
the Union: of bath (namely, Soul and Body) 
is called Man. And in the following. Para- 
graph, If God has called Man to, the Refur- 
rect ion of Life, he has not called a part, Jut the 
whole Max, which is Soul and Body. Inſtances 
which ſhew the Spirit to be no conſtituent 
Part of Man in this Father's Opinion, - ſince 
he looks upon him to be entire without it, 
and by conſequence rational. If then Saal, 
4+vy, ſtands for the Rational Soul in this 
Father, it will folow, that when he makes 
the entire Perſon of Chriſt to conſiſt of Boch, 
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Fon and Word,. he means a Rational Soul be- 
ſides the Word, and is therefore directiy con. 
_ to Apolimaris i in his Notion. A+ 


ik 2. But it may be asked, if Juyn been Re. 
tional Soul, then what is Spirit, Ib ?- Far 
theſe Two with Body are attributed to the 
Faithful in the ſame Fragment de Reſurrectione, 
p. 191, 192. In Anſwer to which I will 
bring the Father's own Words, the beſt. In- 
terpreters of his Mind in this Affalr; they are 
as follow, o Theſe Three (namely, Body, Soul 
and Spirit) ſhell le preſerved in thoſe, who haus 
ſincere Hope, and firm Faith in God: lu which 
Words we may obſerve, Firſt, That Body, 
Soul and Sprrit unitedly are affirmed of the 
Faithiul only, and not of Man as Man, or 
barely Rational; for as ſuch he confilts of Sead 
and Body alone, according to the forecited Pak 
ſages, p. 188, 189. Secondly, That Spirit 
therefore belongs to Maa as Faithful, or to 
the Believers only; and muſt. be by Coaſo- 
quence that additional Accompliſhment, or 
Spiritual Principle ſuperadded to the Rational, 
that diſtinguiſhes a Believer from the reſt of 
Mankind in a State of Infidelity. And may 
be more particularly defined to be the quick- 
ening and enlightning Operation and Mani- 
feſlation of the Divine ern the Soul of a 
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Preſerved Blameleſs unto the coming of our Lord 
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Believer, leading it to Perfection and Hap- 


pineſs, and communicated to it in a Degree 
and Meaſure adapted to its Capacity and Con- 
dition; and ſo appropriated to it as to be al- 
Ways with it, and to be numerically different 
from the like Manifeſtations of the Divine 
Spirit in the Souls of others: And ia this 


Senſe it ſeems to be underſtood, 1 7 hefſ. 5. 23. 
to which Juſtin's Words plainly refer, And 


may your whole Spirit, and Soul, and Body, be 


Jeſus Chriſt. That is, may the Union be- 


-«tween Body, Soul, and Spirit be ſo preſerved, 


that no Blame may lie upon the Bodily and 


Rational Part for the Loſs or withdrawing of 


the Spiritual. And is that Principle which 
fights againſt and ſubducs the Carnal. Gel. 5. 


16, 17. Walk in the Spirit, and ye ſball mt 


| wife] the Luſt of the Fleſh ; for the Fleſh Inſteth 


"#painſt the Spirit, aud the Spirit againſt the 
Fleſh ; and theſe are contrary the one to the 


other : And in ſhort is called, The Spirit of 


God and Chrift, conſidered as dwelling and 
working in us, Rom. 8. 9. But ye are not in 


the Fleſb but in the Spirit, if ſo be that the 
Spirit of God awell in you. Now if any Man 
have not the Spirit of Chriſt, he is none of his. 
That is, is a meer natural Man, conſiſting of 
a Rational Soul and Body only. This Notion 
of a Spiritual Principle ſuperadded to the Ra- 


tional, is confirmed by the Philoſophy of the 


more refined Heathens; Hierocles, that Di- 
ruff | vine 
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vine Philoſopher, calls it Mind, p. 217. Edit. 
Lond. 1673. for, ſays he, * The rational Soul 
being in the Middle between the Mind and irra- 
tional Part, has only then an uninterrupted Com- 
merce with the Mind, which is above it, when, 
&c. and makes it to be the Fountain of Truth 
and Virtue to the Soul: Of Truth, in theſe 
Words, p. 217, f Contemplative Philoſophy 


gives a Man 4 Divine likeneſs by the ſbining 
forth of the Mind and Truth into the Soul. 


Aud of Virtue in the following, p. 85, || For 
the Ale, primarily ſhine forth from the 
Mind into the rational Soul, and are its proper 
Form, Perfection, and happy Life. He calls it 
alſo God, p. 190, for, ſays he, * The Mean 
takes away that, which grieves and draws down 
the Soul haſtning and aſcending to Mind, which 
p. 18. The creating 
Mind and divine Will, producing all Things 
perpetually, and preſerving them for ever. So 


| that the Senſe of this Author cannot be doubt- 


ed of; not but that he uſes Mind ſometimes 
for a Faculty, as, p. 229. || There are alſo Four 


* Men 38 Cen n Aoyinhh aun vs 4 dAoiar, TOTE ad am- 
eiana cus yea cuyeivar TH Fe9 aug vo, der, KC. 
„ f, H 5 Sf eis dub Se vine, vs Y Axel 
Made le. t * — 
Henan 58 of a pile. ame v7 dis uν Acydly n- 
mVlas, x, rms eiolv ole Or, N , Y c. 
* Td -U n umbeugaiTa 70 AVTED, N οννν F M95 


m Sed emuoueny Lu v. 


T O Inwegyarts vis, 5 1 Sd CM, i didfo; megyere 
ww wia, % eic dle 7. Buy ; 
: Kat Ur Y Suydjutt & Tos den THe, vis, Sun, 


* 
4 


critical 


1:6] 

critical Powers in Beings , Mind, Kyrowledye, 
Opinion and: Senſe. But then it ſtands for that 
ſupream intellectual Power of the Soul by 
which it contemplates, and is united to th: 
creating. Mind. So that the Sum of the Phi. 
loſophers Doctrine is this, that beſides the 7 
tonal Soul and Body, there is a Divine Iaflu- 
ence from the ſupream Mind, reſting in, and [ 
working upon, the ſupream intellectual Fa. 
culty of the Soul, and through it upon the 
inferior Powers for its Recovery and Salva. 
tion. * * 


F. 3. If then there be a Spiritual Principle 
in a Wiſe and Good Man, ſuperior to the R.. 
tional or human Soul, according to both Theo- 
logical and Philoſophical Principles; and if 
Tuſtin Martyr be. proved to have been of this 
Mind in the uſe of his Terms Body, Soul and 
Spirit, will it not follow, that he rather de- 
ſtroys than eſtabliſhes the Apoll narian No- 
tion? And will not then the Logos be to the 
rational Soul and Body of Chriſt, what the 
Spirit is to the rational Soul and Body of a hee. 
liever? As for the Authority of the larger E. 
-«Piſtles of Ignatius, it will add no Weight to 
his Opinion, if they be on his Side, till he 
can prove them genuine and not interpolated; 
which I rhink he has unſucceſsfully undertaken 
in his Eſſay upon the. 


71 
. 4. I don't doubt but it was with a figs 
gular Pleaſure, that Mr. Whiften imagin'd 4 
thanaſius to be an Apollinarian in his Book de 
Incarnat: Verbs ; but perhaps he may be no leſs 
miſtaken here, than he has appeared to have 
been in Juſtin Martyr. It is true indeed, 
that Father, ſpeaking of the Incarnation of the. 
I Word, generally tells us, That he took a Bo- 
, without making any mention of the 
Soul; but then as he does not deny the Af- 
© ſumption of a Saul, fo will it appear from 
other Paragraphs in the ſame Treatiſe, that 
under Body he comprehends the whole Man, 
or human Nature; for p. 82. $. 4r. He ſays, 
= That the Gentiles looked upon it as an Ab- 
ſurdity, that the Word ſhould be manifeſted 
in « Bod); and thea p. 83. ſubjoins this Rea- 
ſoning againſt them, If therefore the Word of” 
Cod is in the World, which is a Body, and pe- 
* navates the whole and every Part of the Uni- 
P terſe, (ball it be a ſtrange and abſurd 'Thing toe 
* ſay, that he is in Man? In which Words the 
Lagos is plainly aſſerted to be in Man, and not 
the bare Bady of Man; and the Expreſſion in 
Mau is uſed as the Explication of the Terms * „ 
| in « Body, which he had uſed before in the " 
# ſame Senſe, It may be worth while to read tar « 


this and the following Section out, as alſo Se-, 
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fin 45, becauſe of the repeated Expreſſions of 
the Words being i» Man; which Term Mas 
arlewnr© is alſo explained by erlewnir1; by. 
man Nature. If then the Word be iz Man, 
and Man confift of a rational Soul and Body, 
and the Body be not Man, but the Body of 
Man, as Juſtin. Martyr argues $. 10. of his 
Treatiſe de Reſurrect. it will follow that Arhi- 
waſius in aſſerting the Word to be in Man, 
meant in the rational Soul and Body, and not 
the bare Body, which is but part of Man, 
What other Authorities Mr. Whi/toz may have 
Tor ſupporting his Notion J cannot tell; but 
i they prove no more favourable to it "than 
thoſe already. produced, I cannot think his 
diſcovery in this Point to be one of the moſt 
certain, and moſt important of all others, as He 
is pleaſed to term it: Or if it be, the reſt of 
his Diſcoveries muſt be judged uncertain, and 
of but little Importance. But to proceed. 
Q. 5. . He tells us, That the Eternity 
of the — of God ſpoken of by ſome of the 
Fathers towards the latter Part of the Sccond 
n rKentury, was not a real Exiſtence, but rather 

bo 5,8 Metaphyſick Exiſtence in potentia, or in the 
V. 2 "As 7455 ke higher and ſublimer manner in the Father, 
hy 5 17 60 his W iſdom or Word before his real Creation 
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or Generation. I muſt confeſs I am here ens 
tirely puzzled to conceive how the Son exi- 
ſting in potentia, could be as the Wiſdom ot 
Word of the Father. The Father is a Real, 
Neceſſary and Eternal Being, whoſe Perfection · 
is Real, Neceſſary and Eternal: Wiſdom is» 
contained in this Perfection; therefore Wiſ-? 
dom mult be Really, Neceſſarily and Eternal. + 
ly in the Father. How is it poſhble then, 
that a Being exiſting in potemid, or only ca- 

ble of a real Exiſtence, as the Son before + 

is Creation or Generation, ſhould be as God's * 
Wiſdom, which was and is Really, Neceſſari- 
ly and Eternally in the Father ? Is not this to 
confound actual and potential Exiſtence, and“ 
make the fame Thing to be and not to be at 
the ſame Time ? But if He means that the 
Idea of the Son of God exiſted in the Mind of 
of the Father before his Creation, which Idea 
| was as the Wiſdom or Word of the Father, fo» 
did the Idea of the World alſo exiſt in the 
Mind of the Father : And as the World Crea- 
ted is different from its Idea, ſo muſt the Son 
Created be different from his Idea, which is++ 
as the Wiſdom or Word of the Father; and by 
conſequence the Wiſdom or Word of God bears 
no more relation to the Son Created before 
the World, than the Idea of the World does 
to the World Created after the Son, Now 


whether this could be the Mind of the Fathers 

of the Second Century, who ſpeaks of the E- 

teraity of the Son of 8 let us judge 9 
. 


- a- 1] 
the Writings of One or Two of them. Arhenzy, 
Legat. p. 28. Edit. Oxon. has theſe Words, 
*The Son of God is the Mind and Word of the 
Father. And then proceeding to explain the 
Son more fully, He ſays, F That le 7s rhe firf 
Hegatten of th: Father; meaning his Gener:- 
tion in order to the Creating of the World, 
ut leſt any ſhould thiak he was then made 
when he was brought forth, and that he had 
no Subſiſtence before his Birth, He obviates 
the ſirſt by ſaying, || Not as if he were made 
and the latter by adding *, For God who is 1 
eternal Mind, had his Word (Reaſon, or Wil- 
dom] within himſelf from the Beginning, beim 
eternally Rational For Wiſe.] In which Word; 
»the Father is called vi; 2191, an eternal Mind, 
in the fulleſt Notion of Eternity, other wiſe 
the Father muſt have had a Duration before 
he was a Mind. This eternal Mind is ſaid to 
be due Aoyin% eternally Rational; where 
tds mult mean the ſame Duration with 
£19 abovemention'd, no Reaſon appraring 
tor changing the Senſe. And then does he 
make this Inference, that the Father had the 
Word eternally eg de in bim. But this 
Word is called 5 d, 78 Sg, the Son of God, be- 
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fore his coming forth. See Þ Theoph. ad Aa. 
rol. p. 129. Edit. Oxon, Therefore God the 
Son actually ſubſiſted in the Father from all 
Eternity. Otherwiſe if this eternal Exiſtence 
means no more than a poſſibility of exiſting) 
or that there was an Idea of the Son from 
all Eternity, this being no more than what 
might be ſaid of the whole Creation, what 
wonderful Diſcovery was this for the Sub/imty-- 
Underſtanding of the Emperor, d Un:2S9Amw 
own; Who tho' he might indeed deſerved- 
ly 2dmire the Birth of the Son before the 
World, or his coming forth to be the i and -. 
&{-yuz, the Archetypal Pattern, and creating 
and upholding Power of all Things, yet could 
meet with nothing more in his potential Exi- 
ſtence before that Birth and coming forth, 
than what he knew from the Philoſophy of 
thoſe Times was in common to all Beings 
which began to exiſt, namely, that they were 
capable ot Exiſting, or were conceived in the 
Mind of the Creator before they actually ſub» 
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Poets and fabulous Authors ſay, were begotten after the ordi- 
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hary way of Propagation ; but as we are taught by the Truth, 
the WORD, who was always conceived in the Heart, of God : 
| 2 deiore any Thing was made God had this Word his Coun- 


þ * liſted: 


L 124 
Aiſted. It is true indeed the Son of God is 
ſaid, in the above · cited Place of Athenagora;, 
to be || the Word of the Father in Idea: But this 
don't relate to his Ideal Subfiſtence in the 
Mind of the Father before his Creation, but, 
Las it is explained afterwarqs, to his coming 
forth to be the Archetypal and Productive 
Power of all Things made. But enough of 
this Father. I will add another of the tame 
Century. Theoph. Antioch. ad Autol. p. 129. 
Edit. Oxon. has theſe words, * For before am 
Thing was made (the Father) had this Mord) 
bis Counſellor, being his Mind and Underſtani. i 
ing. But when God had determined to male, 
whatſoever he had conſulted about, he brought forth 
this Werd ; which fall in with thoſe of 4th«- 
nagoras above-cited, and teach us, that the 
„N. was God's Counſellor, Mind and Un. 
derſtanding before any Thing was made, or 
it ſelf brought forth in order to the Creation; 
and that when God was pleaſed to create G: 
iBzrwoalo, what had been decreed upon in Cour 
etl between him and the , his Counſelio 
0V45AG@., He then begat and brought forth 
the very ſame My@, T&rw N Ay, to per 
form the Work of Creating. Where obſerve, 
«the very ſame Word which ſubſiſted in God be- 
fore as his Counſellor, Mind and Underftand- 
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ing, is ſaid to be brought forth, and not as 
meer Creature made in the Image of. that · 
N &, as its pre-exiſting Idea and Pattern.” 
And where is the Difficulty of this Concep- 
tion, that the Word ſhould come forth into - 
ſuch an inferior manner of Subſiſtence, as to- 
become capable of being received by the li- 
mited Faculties of the finite Creature that was* 
to be formed and ſupported by him, and fill'd 
with his Glory? Sure this can be no poor, 
unintelligible and ill grounded Evaſion, which 
is the leaſt chargeable on this Explication. 


d. 1. I Comt now to his Queſtions, ſome 
of which only I ſhall take notice of, the 
major Part ſeeming to me to have more of 
Warmth in them than Moment. One would 
have thought indeed, that before He had pro- 
pos'd his Firſt Queſtion, he ſhould have ſhewn 
that the weight of Authorities, cited by 
Dr. Mill in his Note on 1 John 5. 7. had con- 
cluded little for the Orthodox; or that the 
learned Editor had not ſet the Controverſie in 
the beſt Light: Till he does this, I think the 
Text in Poſſeſſion ought to continue ſo, and 
be admitted as Proof with other Scripture 
for the Trinity in Unity. However I will 
venture upon One Argument taken from 1 Cor. 
12. 45, 6. to ſhew, that the Father, Son 
and Holy Ghoſt are called One God: The Words 
are theſe: Now there are diverſities of Gifts, 
but of the ſame Spirit; and there are differences 


of 


S—T 
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+... - 
«of Aaminiſftr tions ,, but tlie ſame Lord: And 
bert are diverſities of Operations, but it is the 

me God which: worketh all in all. I do not 

know that theſe Verſes were ever doubted of, 

or not believed to be genuine, and therefore 

their Authority will be the greater. We ſhall 

find in them that to the Spirit are attributed 

| Gifts, yagizuete; to the Lord, 4dminiſtrati. 
4 ons, dini]; and to God, Operations ivecyi- 
i ale. God the Father cannot be ſolely under. 
ſtood by theſe Three Terms, Spirit, Lord and 
God; becauſe the Spirit, in the following Pe- 
riods, is {iid to be the Giver, Divider and 
Worker of the. Gifts and Operations; which, 
with the Adminiſtrations, are called J. 7. The 
Manifeſtation of the Spirit, Now, tho' God 
be ſaid to be a Spirit, John 4. 24. yet does it 
not appear that the Term Spirit ſimply uſed 
by it ſelf, did ever ſignifie the Father in the 
New Teſtament, and therefore cannot be 
granted to ſignifie him here, For the ſame 
Reaſon God the Son cannot be the ſole Per- 
fon meant by thoſe Three Terms; it mult 
then either be the Holy Spirit alone, or the 
Trinity. If the Holy Spirit, then is he Lord 
God, or Fehovah Elohim, and by conſequence 
One Goa with the Father; there being but One 
Lord God, or Jehovah Elobim, Deat. 6. 4. 
which, will alſo be an Anſwer to the Tenth 
Queſtion, Where is the Holy Ghoſt directly called 
God: or Lord? If the Trinity, then, as there 
is a triple Fountain of the Bleſſings of the 
* . | h | Church, 


— 
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Church, ſo will thoſe Three Perſons appear to 
be but One God. For if the Terms Adminiſtra. 
tions Trexovvizi, and Operations wvieoyuale, at- 
tributed to the Son and Father, are compre- 
hended under the Manifeſt at ion of the Spirit, 
V. 7. And if #:2yiuale and teoyar pirticu- 
larly attributed to, and ſpoken of the Father, 
V. b. are alſo attributed to, and ſpoken of the Spi- 
rit, J. 10, 11. to another the working ive D 
of Miracles; bat all theſe worketh, 2regyei, that 
one and the ſelf fame Spirit; and that not as 4 
bare Actor of the Father's Will, but as a prin- 
cipal Agent working in the Liberty of his 
own Will, as appears from the Terms, Di- 
viding to every Man ſeverally as he will, xæ- 
bg GVA, V. 11. yet in Subordination to- 
the Father; then will it follow, that the“ | 
Workings and Manifeſtation of the Spirit, are 4 
the Workings and Manifeſt ation of the Father 4 
and Son, and vice verſa; and that there'gre 
the Father and Son mult be in the Spirit work-. x 
ing, and One with him. Now that this is not 1 
a bare Unity of Conſent and Operation, will | 
aapear from V. 18. 28. where the different 
Members of the Myſtick Body, or Orders of 
Men in the Church, are {id to be ſet by God 
6 Ir, according to his Will, xabag Ane, 
much the ſame with x02; SH. V. II. 
ſpoken of the Spirit. But theſe different Or- 
ders of Men are owing to the different Gifts, 
Aaminiſtations and Operations of Father, Son and 

| Holy Ghoſt, dividing to every Man ſeverally — 
1 
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they will: Therefore the God who ſets different 
Orders of Men in the Church, is Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghoſt ; and by conſequence Father, 
Son and Holy Ghoſ are comprehended under 
the ſingular Name God, 6.9%, and muſt be 
but One Divine Subſtance, or God, expreſſed 
by that ſingular Name. 


$. 2. As for Authorities taken out of the 
moſt Primitive Writers, by whom I preſume 
he means thoſe of the Two Firſt Centuries, 
his Extract being made out of the New Te- 
ſtament, and the Fathers of thoſe Ages, p. 12, 
I will deſire him to look forwards under the 
Titles Oze and Oh) God, where the reaſoning 
of Irenæus proving Father and Son to be the 
true and only God, concludes alſo for the Holy 
Ghoſt to be the true and only God in Union with 
Father and Son, P32 | 


b. 3. In Anſwer to the Second Queſtion, 
it is evident that the Jews at leaſt, thought 
our Saviour's Words, John 5. 17. My Father 
worketh hitherto and I work, to infer an Equ« 
lity between him and the Father; for, ſays che 
Evangeliſt, therefore the Jews ſought the more 
to kill him, becauſe he not only had broken the 
Sabbath, But ſaid alſo that God was his Father, 
making himſelf * equal with God. And let Mr, 


— ni 


8 


/ 


see my ſhort Extract out of St. John's Goſpel in the 4 
pendix, NC. I. PE 
| Whiſtow 


GD a Hood iAwnc co. 0 IE OT | 


8 
1 17 0 3 
Mhiſtan prote that the Fews were miſtaken in 3 
their Inference, or that they did not mean aan 
Equality in a proper Senſe, which ie. ſeems 
always to import in the New' Teftament. © + 


£08 N ri Lt 5 d 0% AI HIS 
8.4. There is one very plain Text, as it 
appears to me, in the Old Teſtament for this 
Equality, it is Itch. 13. 7. Awake my Sword, 
againſt my Shipnerd, and againſt the Maw my 4 
Fellow, Glebe the Lord of Hofs. The Perſon F 
ſpeaking is the Father; the Perion ſpoken: af, 8 
of the Shepherd, is the San; for that Term in 
the next Period is applied by our Saviour to 
himſelf, Math. 26. 31. Al ye ſball be offended © 
becauſe of mesthis Night ; fur it is written I will 
ſmite the Shepherd, &c. The. Perion called the 
Shepherd,” is alſo called the Man my Fellow; but 
the Term Fellom rin is always uſed for an E- 
qual. in Nature, therefore Father and Son att 
qual. It is true indeech the Sept uagint render 
the Word Stepherd, by the Plural Number 
Shepherds : But the Reaſon is plain: For tho | 
it really, and - principally points at Chriſt, as 
his application or it to himſelf; evidently ſhews, 
Matth. 26. 31. Yet becauſa others were ta- 
ken into a ſubordinate Participation ofthe Pa- 
ſtoral Office, it was proportionably true of 
them alſo; the ſmiting ot the inferior Shep- 
herds being ſad Occaſions of ſcattering the 
Flock. But it is different with the Term my. 
Fellow; which ſtanding fbr an Equal in Na- 
ture, which no Creature is capable of becom- 

D a ing 
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ing, tmuſt be underſtood in a ſingular Senſe, 
appropriated to the Son, as ho became Mas; 
and is therefore render'd by a ſingular Term. 
TA, and the Whole Expreſſion by ZH 
E mOAITYY ps, againſt the Man my Fellow. 
Citizen, as een dee e to any other 
— 9 e Tt Ste ' 


e 


| * 5. Nor withit be to bis Purpoſe to ; ob 
ject, that Abraham a meer Man and Creature, 
iscall'd, James 2. 28. H Sig, the Frien 
of : Goa, Hor if we conſult the Original He. 
brew from whence this Citation is taken, it 
does not mean an Equal, like Fellow, roy, but 
only one who loves God: The Places at 
2 Chrom- 22. 7. And gave it to the Seed of A. 
draham, ) Friend, Ta. 41. 8. The Seed of 
Abraham, Friend. In the former of -which 
the Original is r A rabam who loved they; 
in the latter \Qz who /oved me; The Septus- 
gint indeed read it poſitively, and render the 
_ firſt e oh, and the Second, & 34. 
u] but be that as it will, the utmoſt it im 
ports is mutual Love, and chat may be! exer- 
ciſed between Beings of a different Nature 
withoutan ) 11% 
8.6. Again Chriſt calls bis Diſciples fin 
gl, John 5. 14, 15. which fignifies the Per: 
— Loving or Beloved, and is not founded up- 
an Equality) of Nature, tho' Chriſt w3s 
| Man no leſs than the Apoſtles, but upon thei! 
W to his Commands, V. 14. Te t 


al 
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my Friends if he do whatſoever I command you, 
Which is called loving him, Ch. 14. 21. And 
upon his communicating the Myſteries of the 
Kingdom to them, Ch. 15. 15. I have called 
von Friends; for all Things that I have heard of 
Father, I have made known unto jou; which 
was an act of his Love to them. Since then 
Beings of a different Nature are capable of re- 
ceiving and doing Favours, of Loving and 
being Loved, the Term g/A@., Friend, nei- 
ther in its Root nor Ube, implies an Zgqualzty : 
But the Term ry being always uſed for an 
Equal in Nature, muſt be underſtood ſo in 
R;chary, without a very good Reaſon to the 
contrary, which I am not yet aware of. 


F. 7. Queſt, 3. I will endeavour to ſhew, 
that ſome of the known Titles or Epithets of 
the Supreem God are given to Chriſt, and ſhall 
begin with God the Creator. To omit: Jahn 1. 
1,2, 3. which has been fully handled by other 
Pens; it is evident from Heb. 1. 6. that the 
Words Let all the Angels of God worſhip him, 
taken from Deut. 32. 43. according to the 
Septuagint Verſion, are underſtood of the Son of 
God. This very Perſon, the Son of God, and 
the Worſhip of the Angels, is called God and 
Lord in the foregoing Part of the Song, Of 
this God and Lord the Queſtion is put, V. 6; 
Is not he thy Father that hath bought thee ? Hath 
be not made thee and eftabliſh'd thee ? km 
9 N trad os, Sept, Hence then it follows, 

. Ds that 
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that the Son: of God, Jeſus Chriſt, is God the 
Creator, gr 'Jehovaþs our Maler; | for fo the 
Verſe begins, Du ye thus requite Jehovah? 
oye Reaſoning : is confirmed by Irene, 
354. Cal. 1. Edit. Grab. who applies this 
Wette to the Logos; his Words are theſe 
rey Father of Mankind: a the Word of God; 
at Moſes, hath ſbewn, ſaying, Is not he thy Fu 
ther that hath bought thee, made thee, and greats 
ed-thee? That i Chritt i in Union with God 
the Father. Ser alſo p. 428, where he. ſays, 
+ The Maker 7. 85 World i 16 15. the Word of 
1 2 


6. 8. ur” benbur prove another Name 
of the Supream God, Higheſt or moſt Hiyh 
to belong to Chriſt ; for o is he called in — 
8th Verle of the ſame Chapter of Deutr. When 
the moſt Fligh divided, ge. Which Title is 
confirmed, pfad 50. in which: the Perſon 
fpeaking is, according to Irenew, Lib. 3. c. 6, 


God the Son: And yet Verle 14. he gives 
himſelf the Name of not HFligb, as being in- 


deedduch'in Union with, and Subordination to 
God the Father. 


111. 


ITE N 
Paterautem generis 1 Verbum Dei mY quemadmodun 
Moyſes, oftendit, dicens, Nonne his ipſe Pater tus qui poſſedit te, 
& fecit te, & creavit te? 
© + Mundi Faclor vere Verbum Dei eſt. 

7 De quo ( ſeig ging iterum dictt : 9 — pops Loquurus 

vocavit E ramo. Quts Deus? de quo dixit ; Deus manifeſie 

dener Deus Noſter, & non Mebis hoe eſt Filius. 


78 1 8. 9. Inviſible 


— 


— 
— 
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d.. Inviſible is another Attribute agreeing 
with the Son, and has different Meanings; 

- 1ſt. It ſignifies that which neither is nor cag 
be ſeen at preſent by reaſon of the Infirmity. 
of our Nature, but may be ſeen hereifter : In 
this Senſe d is underſtood Coloſſ. 1. 16. 
For by him were all Things Created, that are in 
Heaven, and that are in Earth, viſible and in- 

vijſible, and is the ſame with he Things which 

re not ſeen, rd u GN , 2 Cor. 4. 18. 

2dly. That which does not indeed exceed the ' 

Infirmity of our Nature, but yet is hidden 4 

from us on other Accounts; as I/. 45. 3. In 

gauge dogd re vi g I% J will gpen to thee 
hidden Treaſures : And Gen. 1. 2. n 5 I Aga. 

G., the Earth was without Form, or inviſible; 

becauſe it was covered partly by the Waters, 

and partly by the Darkneſs on the Face of the 

Deep: For aſter that the Light was Created, 

and the Waters were gathered together in one 

Place, it was ſaid of the Earth, that it ap» 

8 peared or became wifible, V. g. 3dly. It ſig- 

nifies that which neither is, nor ever can be 

ſeen or known, either by Body or Mind, be- 
cauſe it infinitely exceeds the Faculties of both; 

In which Sen'e God is called &, Invi- 

fle, Coloſſ. 1. 15. and is known: by the Logos, 

bis Image, as he is the firſt Begotten of every 

Creature: For God the Father, 4 * to his 


1 * gecundum magiitudinem cjus (5 mirabilem Gloriam— ignotus 

eſt omnibus his qui ah eb faHbi ſunt : ſecundum aurem dileGionem & 
bumarigater;—cognoſeitur ſemper per eum, per quem conſtituit omnia. 
6 Greatnels : 
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Greatneſs and wonderful Glory, — is unknown to 
all his Creatures: But as to his Love and Ten- 
” derneſs to Mankind is always known by Him, 
. by whom he made all Things, as Irenzus diftin- 
* + guiſhes, p. 331, 332. The Two firſt Senſes 
of d& RN, invifible, being ſuch as agree with 

the Creature, are not the Subject of our pre- 

fent Enquiry; but the Third, namely, Whe- 
ther the Son has ſuch an ellential Greatneſs 

and Glory, as to be above the Underſtanding 

and Sight of Men and Angels, except he ſoften 

And humble himſelf to their limited Capaci- 
ty? I think the Affirmative may be proved 

from the follou inge Citations: The firſt of 

which ſhall be taken out of Eccias. I. 2, 3. Me 
tan number the Sand of the Sea, and the Droj 

f Rain, and the Days of Eternity? Who can 
2.1 out the height 7 Hawa, and the breadth 
ile Earth, and the Deep, and Wiſdom! 
# Where it is evident, that there is ſomething 
inromprehenſible in Wiſdom, and by conſequence 
inviſible. If it be objected, that this Icom Wl 
prehenſibility is no other than what may be 
found in the Number and Meaſure of the Crer 
cures, with which Wiſdom is joined in the 
fame Paragraph, it will be a great Miſtake ; 
for the Deſign of them is to lead us, if they iſ 
be well conſidered, from the vaſtneſs of the 
Creation to the immenſity of Wiſdom , wh 
created it. Thus from the height of Heaven, iſ 


the breadth of the Earth, and from the Deck 
06s 


„ _ © PTR OE 2. 
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does the Pſalmiſt infer the Immenſiry and Ons 
nipreſence of God, Plal. 139. 7, Cc. Mhirher 
ſhall J go from thy Spirit ? Or whither ſpall I 
flee from thy Preſence? If I \ aſcend up into 
Heaven, thou art there: If I nate my Bed in 
Hell, behold thou art there: If I tate the Wings 
of the Morning, and dwell in the uttermoſt Parts 
of the Sea, even there ſhall thy Hand lead me, 
and thy. right Hand ſpall hold me. Which ' 
Words ſurely mean ſome thing more than 
God's being of the ſame Dimenſions with Hea- 
ven and Earth; eſpecially ſince the Queſtion 
was about the Prophet's flying from his Pre- 
ſence, which is no leſs without than within 
the Creation. © {7 "70 


$. 10. But if the Incomprehenſebility of Ni 
aum is to be meaſured by the incomprehenſi- 
dility of the Things, that are joined with it, _ 
ten muft Wiſdom be infinitely incomprehenſible, 
becauſe ſhe is joined' with the Days of Eternity, 
which are infinite and incomprehenſible ; and 
therefore her Greatneſs is not to be limited, cs 
but rather adumbrated by the Number and i 
Meafure of the other Beings, that are part of —_— 

e Compariſon ;\ otherwi'e there would be a 1 
ntradiction, and ſhe would be IJafinite, as. * 
compared with the Days of Eternity, and Fi- 
rite, as compared with the Creation. Now 
that the Days of Eternity are to be underſtood 
of Eternity properly ſo called, will appear 
from Ch, 18. v. 10, of the ſame Author, where 


a Thogſand Tears are ſaid to be to the U & of 
Eternity, as u Drop to the Sta) which af Fro. 
that cannot be unerſtood of any 
Time, therefore muſt be meant 8 E. 


ran, propetly- ſo called. Auer 


88 It. Ska! Erol: oY 48. it is is Gd of Wi 
Pay That the Firſt Man knew ber not perfect; 
wo more ſhall the laſt fu her out. If ſoß then 
thete is ſomething in Wiſdom Unſearchable to 
the Creature; ſor I ſuppoſe the Angels to have 
no Prerogative in this Matter above Man Gio- 


rified; then has ſhe aa eſſential Greatneſs 1: 


bove all underſtanding, much more bodily 


Viſion ; then is ſhe in the higheſt ſenſe” Inw- 
fible, which was the Thing to be proved. 


Tho? theſe Cirations are Apocryphal,- yet I 


preſume they won't be diſallowed by Mr. Whi- 
-- ſton, becauſe 77521 and fer, are uſed in 
relation to the coming forth ot. cd which 


are Terms he approves of. 


F. 12. 4 150 Gujodice Sckipture, I wiſh 
he would well conſider what the Import 0: 
theſe Words may be, Rev. 19.12. He had 
Name written, which no one knoweth but he him- 
felf. And what the Seraphim may mean by 
covering their Faces beſore the G'ory of Chriſt, 
Iſa. 6. 2. does not the former expreſs to us 
an eſſential Greatneſs in the Son, ſurpaſſing 
the Capacity of any created Underſtanding? 


And the latter, a — of Glory _ 
the 


„ 
%% 


Las] * 
the ſharpeſt Sight? Let alſo Epheſ.. 3, 8. be 
conſider d, Vnto me — is this Grace given, that 
1 ſhould Preach among the Gentiles the unſearcl. 
le dei] , Riches of Chriſt ; that is, as 
it is expreſſed V. 19. The Love of Chriſt, which 
paſſeth Knowledge, & ImigeaAAgoay ,h, 
It then the Love of Chrift is anſearchable and 
incomprehenſible ; and if Love is the choiceſt 
Attribute in the Nature of Chriſt, . who is the 
Son of God's Love, Coloſſ. 1. 13. as it is the 
choicelt and moſt diſtiaguiſhing Attribute in 
the Nature, of God, For God is Love, 1 John 
4.18, And if efſential Attributes are one with . 
their Eſſence or Subject, then will it follow, 
that an anſearchable and incomprehenſible Attri- 
bute mult have an unſearchable and incompre - 
henſible Eſſence, o: herwiſe an eſſential Attribute 
would excel the Subject or Eſſence, of which it is 
conſidered as a Part; which implies a Contra- 
diction. Jeſws Chriſt therefore, who has the 
unſearchable and incomprehenſible Attribute of 
Love, muſt have an «nſearchable and incom- 
prenſible Nature or Eſſence ; and this Term 
unſearchable, aveZryviacw, as applied to Chriſt, 
is illuſtrated and confirmed by Eccl. 24. 28. 
above- cited, which ſays of Wiſdom, That the 
laſt Man ſhall not find, or ſearch her out, 8x 


* » 
S, aulip, 


d. 13. As for Authority I will produce a 
very Ancient one out of St. Hermas, lib. 3. 


+ | 
Sim. 9. F. 14. * The Name i the Son of God 
3 Great and Immenſe, and dhe whole World in 
' ſupported by it. And Lib. N. 3.8. 3. F fy 
#" is founded (meaning the Tower) upon the 
Word of the Omnipotent awd Glorious Nami of 
Goa, being held firſt together by hitinviſible Power, 
Where the Terms Virtus Des,” the Power of God 
are the Interpretation of Verbum, Word; for ſo 
the Mord is called by moſt Primitive Wii. 
ters: And the whole Expreffion teaches us, 
that' the Word is inviſible, as the Term in. 
menſum 5 immenſe, does, that it is inrom pre. 
*henſible. > (CHIC 1 e „ 


F. 14. Omnipotear is alſo ſaid of Chriſt, and that 
in the higheſt Senſe, as Kuẽ N Y νναE⁵d 
or Ke rar rorgd rap, Lord of Hoſts, Pal 
24. 10. Mho it this King of Glory? the Lori 
of Hoſts, he is the King of Glory. Where the 
Ring of Glory and the Lord of Fofts, are un- 
derſtood both by || Juſtin Mart. in Dial. cum 
Tryph. p. 55. Edit. Steph. and“ Iren. p. 364. 
Fair. Grab. to be the Son of God. The Words 


* Nomen Filii Dei Magnum & immenſum eft, & torus ab & 
ſubſten tatur or bis. b . vt 
+ Fundata eft enim | turris] verbo Omnipotentis, & honorifii 
{ Nominis, continetur enim ab inviſibili virtue Dei. | 
4 ai 5 pee poor cr EmpynaIras bv my Bike 
3 0 1224 Tegphleiuv eis £md 6181, 87.1 2 Ieog % RU O- A H 
1 J yes dg —KverG& Y  SIoraueor, 671 5x e 6 Eno! d- 
| Saas, d © NuETEE?95 Nets bs. 1 
* Pracipientes principibus cæœlo/ um, aperire aternas portas, it 
introeat. Rex gloria ;, reſurrectionem ejus, que eſt ex mortuis per Pa- 
trem, & receptionem in cœlos preconizaverunt, g 
0 


rr 2 a> wi .o it 


ee the Remarks on the Term 5 51%; b TEYTU LS TW» 
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of the former are theſe,” At preſent yon bal 
ſuffer me firſe, to mention ſuch Prophecies as 4 
(ball think fit to alledge, to demonſflrate that 
(Chriſt is God and Lord of Hoſts. And having 
cited Pſal. 24. for this Purpoſe; He ſubjoins, 
It is therefore demonſtrated, that not Solomon, 
bus aur Chriſt F is the Lord of Hoſts. The 
Words of the latter are, Commanding the Ha- 


Noerlj Princes to open the Eternal Gates, that 


the King of Glory may come in, they prockeiqued 


8 his Reſurreion from the Dead by the Father, 
und bis aſcenſion into the Heavens, I could al- 
o quote Miſa. 7. 23, 27. where it is ſaid of 
8 Widom, That. ſbe bas all Power, and can da all 
8 Things. And Ch. 18. 15. where the Word is 
called Almigbiy, Thine Almighty Word deap'd 


down from Heaven. Except the Terms xar- 
rod de % and mare Sara be ſuppoſed to 
be of le's Importance than Tarroxzzrwe." I 


| will only add one Teftimony from the New 


Teſtament, taken out of John 5. 19. who 
makes our Saviour to ſpeak theſe Words, What 


| Things ſoever he doth, meaning the Father, 


theſe alſo. doth the Son likewiſe ; which affirm 
the Son to be capable of doing every Thing 
with the Father: For if he be not, either the 


Father muſt confine his Omnipotence to the 


limited Abilities of the Son, that it may be 
true, ¶ hatſoever he doth, the Son doth ; which 


* —— 
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would be if effect to render Omnipotence 
uſeleis beyond the ſtretch of thoſe Abilities ; 
or if he ſhould not confine it, but act beyond 
thoſe Abilities, then the Son could not do whatſo. 
ever the Father doth, The former is derc- 
gatory to the Liberty and Majeſty of the Goc. 
head. The latter is contrary to the Letter of 
' Scripture; therefore the Son is Omnipotent. 


S. 15. The Word is Omniſcient; for ſo ſays 
the Author of Wiſdom , Ch. 9. v. 11. Sh 
knoweth and underſtandeth all Things. And 
PRs. 13, 14, 15, our Saviour uſeth the{ 
ords to his Diſciples, Hom be- it, when he th: 
Spirit of Truth is come, he will guide you int 
4 Trath; For he ſhall not ſpeak of himſelf, but 
whatſoever he ſtall hear, that ſhall he ſpeak : Ard 
be will ſbem you Things to come. He ſball gl 
rifie me; for he ſhall receive of mine, and ſhall 
it unto you. All Things that the Father 
hath are mine Therefore, ſaid I, that he ſhall 
take of mine, and ſhall ſhew it unto you. Where 
the following Truths are taught us, 1ſt. That 
the Spirit ſhould guide the A poſtles into all 
Truth neceſſary for them to know. 2dly, 
That he ſhovld receive this Truth from Chriſt. 
zdly. That therefore he ſhould receive it from 
him, becauſe «// that is the Father's, is Chriſt's 
-alſo'5/1f. all, then the whole Treaſure of Pa- 
ternal Knowledge; otherwiſe d that is the 
Father's, would not be his; if then the wholc 
Trea ure of Divine Knowledge be _ 
Argo; 19 9 : Wit out 
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without doubt Chriſt is Omniſcient. But fur- 
ther, r- Ghoſt is — I = 2. 10, 11. 
To ſearch all Things even the deep Things of G 
25 that to ſuch Perfection, 1 The r, 

Man knoweth the Things, of Man, which is abſo- 
lutely, and without reſerve; it then the Holy 
Ghoſt, inferior to Chriſt in Order, kzoweth 
the Things of God, as the Spirit of Man the 
Things of Man; and if the Spirit of Man 
knoweth the whole Things of Man, then 
muſt the whole Spirit of God know the whole 
Things of God, that is, it is Omniſcient. But 
the knowledge of the Spirit is received from 
the Son according to the above cited Pace of 
John 16. 15. therefore if the Spirit is Omns- 
ſcienr, the Son is ſo alſo. | | 


$. 16, Great is an Attribute of the Logos; 

for thus ſais the Author of Eſaras, 1 Book, 

C. 4. v. 35. Is he not Great that .maketh theſe 
Things > Therefore Great is the Truth. Where 
obſerve the Greatneſs of Trath is inferred from 
the Greatneſs of the Creator, which ſuppoſes 
Truth and the Creator to be One; for, that 
the Inference be good, the Reaioning mult be 
thus, * * 
Hie who maketh theſe Things, is Great; 

 Trath maketh theſe Things; 

Therefore Truth is Great. 


Now 


" «the Term 
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„ that Trath is the ſame with V dow: or 
the Word, is evident from the Context fol- 


lowing, . where, ſhe is ſpoken of as a Perſonal 


-Subliſtence like N Nan and not as à meer 


Ahne. 


. 17. Bur | kt us conſider the meaning of 
eat; it is Relative, and ſuppoſes 
ſomething, Little or Leſs ; and therefore does 
not belong to God ſimply and abſolutely con- 

ſidered, but as he reſpects ſomething inferior 

to himſelf. Thus P/a/. gg. 3. He is called the 
Great God, and Great 22 above all Gods. And 
if al. 135. 5, 1 know chat the Lord is Great, and 

gur Lord is above all Gods: That is, gree- 

= than 2 2 Saints and Angels, and falſe 
Gods. And without doubt this Notion of 
Greatneſs agrees to the Word; who is the Head 
of all Created Beings, Epheſ. 1.20, 21, 22. Au 


Jet bim at his own Right Hand in the Heaven! 


Places, far above all Principality and Power, and 
Might, aud Dominion, and every Name that is 
Bama, nat only, in this World, but alſo in that 
"ey is tocome; And hath put all Things under 
Feet, and gave him 10 be the Head, over al 
Things to the Church, Scripture affords, us 
ſome particular Inſtances wherein this Great- 


neſs conlills, as in Eſencg, aration and Works, 
Job 36. 26, 27. . Behold) Hod is great, and. we 
know him not, neither ,cop, the, Number , of his 
Tears be ſearched out, for 21 maketh [mall the 


Drops of Water, &c. Now the eſſential Great- 
wort 


nel 
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mrſs ofthe ord; and his eternal Duration, have 
been ſhewn under the Title | Inwif6ble + And 
the greatneſs of his Works cannot be denied, 
becauſe the Works of the Father are all wrought 
by the Son, and the Greatneſs of the Son is in- 
fetred from his Works, 1 Eſdras 4. 35. as a- 
bove- cited. God is alſo Great in Counſel, Fer. 
32. 19. KE pmeydans GEN, Sept. ſo 18 
Chriſt, who is called Wonderful Counſellor, 
ue G A, Sept. Iſa. 9. 6. God is 
Great in Power, Nahum 1. 3. which is proved 
of the Son alſo under the Term Omni potent. 
And God is Great in Mercy, Pſal. 145. 8. which 
is ſpoken of Chriſt, Exod. 34. 7. Abundant in 
Goodneſs, or, Mercy and Truth, according to 
hes. p.'334. Edit. Grab. from which Authoris 
ties, without adding any more, it is evident; 
that the Son in Union with the Father is the 
Great God. Az | 0 


6. 18. I wonder what Objections Mr. 
Whiſton has againſt 1 John 5. 20. And we are 
in him that is true, even in his Son Jeſus Chriſt: 
This is the True God; that he asks the Queſtion, 
where is Chriſt called the true God? See the 
Attributes One and Ou. my 12 


9. 19. And ſince He cannot be unacquaint- 
ed with Dr. Mill's Note on Rom. 9. 5. of whom, 


175 
KͤK„ 


— — 


| Fa — my Remarks, That the Son is not excluded, &c, Append, 


45. 


(ah 
As concerning the Fleſb, Chriſt. came, who is over 
ll, God bleſſed for ever. He wake haye done 
well to have ſhewn, that neither Scripture 
nor Anti. Nicene Father of the Second Cen- 
tury ever called the Son God bleſſed, ec Nou 
(which I take to be of the ſame Import 
With ande g, 1 Tim. 1. 1 I.) and God over 


- oh 8 
. 20. As for the Titles Eternal, One, and 
Ong God, 1 have ſhewn them in ſome for- 
mer Papers ſent to You to belong to the Son; 
where 1 have explained the true Meaning of 
the Terms Only and One when applied to God; 
and that they are not Excluſive of the Son; 
and that the Son in Union with the Father, is 


the One and Only God. 


& 21. Theſe Attributes are ſupported by 
Primitive Authority: For it appꝛars from the 
-4p-1ooWords of Achenagoras and Theophilus above. 
Weited, that the Son of God is Eternal. And 
Irenæus s Argumentation, Lib. 3. c. 6. proves 
him to be the One and ozly true God. For ha- 
ving ſhewn in the former Chapter, that act 
ther Chriſt nor his Apoſtles, taught their Au- 
ditors according to their falſe preconceived 
Notions, but according to Truth and ſound 
Doctrine; He infers from this Veracity of 
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See Append. No. IV. and v. Ne. III. ; 
[EIT theirs, 
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theirs, c. 6. That weit her the Lord himſelf, nur 
the Holy Ghoſt, nor the Apoſtles, would ever 
have called him definitively and abſolutely God, 
who was not Cod; but who was truly God: nei- 
ther would they have called any one perſonally 
Lord, but he who is Lord of all, even God 
the Father, and his Son, who has received from 
his Father the Dominion. over the whole Creation, 
wu it is ſaid, The Lord ſaid to my Lord, fit thou 
at my Right Hand, until I make thine Enemies 
thy Footſtool, Plal. 110. 1.—— Since therefore the 
Father is truly Lord, and the Son truly Lord, the 
Holy Ghoſt juſtly gives them the Name of Lord. 
The Scripture likewiſe has theſe Words, Thy 
Throne, O Gad, i for ever and ever: The Scep- 
tre of thy Kingdom is a right Sceptre, Thou 
loveſt Righteouſneſs and hateſt Wickedneſs ; 


PT" TI 
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* Negz igitur Dominus, neqz Ipiritus Sanctus, neq; Apoſtoli eum, 
qui non eſſet Deus, definitive & abſolute Deum nominaſſent aliquand, 
niſi eſſet vers Deus ʒ neqʒ Dominum appellaſſent aliquem ex Jud per- 
Jong, niſi qui dominatur omnium, Deum Patrem, & Filium ejus, 
i dminium accepit 4 Patre ſus omnis conditionis, quemadmodum 
habet illu : Dixit Dominus Dommo meo, ſede à dextris meis, 
quoaduſq; ponam inimieas tuos ſuppedaneum pedum tuorum- Verè 
Huf cum Pater fit Dominus, & Filius vere fit Dominus, merito - 
Spiritus Sanftus Domini appellatione ſignavit eos, Similiter 
haber (ſci, Scriprura) Sedes tua, Deus, in æternum; Virga di- 
reftionis, Virga Regni tui. dilexiſti juſtitiam, & odiſti iniqui* 
taem, propterea unxit te Deus, Deus tuus, Uzroſqz enim Dei 
appellatione ſignificavis Spiritus, & eum qui ungitur, Filium, & 
eum qui "urgit, id eft, Patrem.——Nemo ignur alius, admodum 
Previxi, Deus nominatur, aut Dominus appellatur, * eſt om- 
um Deas Cr Dominus, qui & Moyſi dixit, Ego ſum, qui ſum. 
Er fic dices filius Iſrael : Qui eſt, mifit me ad vos: Et hujus 
filius Feſus C briſius Dominus nfter. 

F therefore 


[34.3 
therefore God, thy God hath anvinted thee, "Pal. 
45-0, 7. The. Spirit calls both by the Name of 
God, namely, the Son who us anointed, and the 
Father who anoints. No other therefore, as | 
have already ſaid, us called God or Lord, but he 
who is the God and Lord of all, who ſaid t 
Moſes, I am that Iam; and Thus ſhalt thou ſy 
t the Children of Iſrael, I am hath ſent me unt 
gon, Exod. 3. 14. and his Son, Jeſus Chriſt on 
Lord. Which may be reduced to this ſhon 
Reaſoning : 


None is abſolitely called God or Lord but he thi 
is truly ſuch. 

Father ard Son are abſolutely called God ani 
„ | 


Therefore Father and Son are truly ſuch. 


But the God and Lord truly ſuch is but 
Ozxe, Deut. 6. 4. therefore the Son with the 
Father is the One and only God; yet nor en 
cluſive of the Holy Ghoſt, which being ablo: 
lutely called God and Lord in Scripture ; (ſe 
T Queft. 10.) is no leſs trulj God than they, 2c. 
cording to the Father's Reaſoning, and ſo C 
with the Father and Son. The Ground © 
this Reaſoning is repeated, c. 8. in the follow- 
ing Words, * Neither the Prophets nor Apoſt!ts, 
have named any one Cod or Lord, but the tri 


— 


* Neg; Prophets, neqz Apaſtoli, alium Deum ominat eri, tel 
Dominum appellaverunt præter verum © ſlum Deum. 

+ Afterwards, S. 29, 30, | 
4. 
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nd only God. But it has been fhewn is the 
Sixth Chapter, that both Father and Son are 
called God and Lord; therefore Father and Soa 
are the true and only God. Agreeably to which 
he affirms at the end of the Eighth Chapter, 
That he who made all Things, is juſtly called 
with his Word the only God and Lora. 


$. 22. The LBing God is queſtionleſs an 
Attribute and Name of the Son; and ſign fies 
him, who has Life eſſentially in himſelf, and 
can quicken others; and is oppoſed to falſe 
Gods and Idols, who neither have Life in 
themſelves, nor can quicken others. Since 
then the Word is God, John 1. 1. and Life, 
v. 4. and Eternal Life, 1 John 1. 2 and 5. 20. 
He muſt have it eſſentially in himſeif; he mult 
be capable of Quickening others; and is there- 
fore in Union with the Father, he Living 
God. Apain, I have proved under the Name 


God the Creator, that Fehovah Elohim (peaking, * 


or ſpoken of, in Deut. 3 2. is God the Son. 
This very Perſon ſu ears by, himſelf, as living 
for ever, v. 40. or, as the Living God; and lays, 
v. 39. I kill, aud make alive, Which being the 
lame Terms that expreſſes the eſſential Life and 
quickening Operations of the Great God, and be- 
ing affirmed of Jehovah Elohim,the Name of the 
Great God, which Name is given but to the One 
Goa; and Chriſt being proved to be the Je- 
* ha ut 5s aus : - which | l 

* Au _ — 88 cum Verbo ſuo juſts dica+ 

F 2 hovah 


* © es 


| hovah Elohim here aaa it will follow, 
that Chriſt in Union with the Father, is ty 
One great and living God. Which is the 
Doctrine of Iren. Lib. 42881 1. J For who 5s thy 
God of the Living, but be who is God over all, 
and above whom there is no other God? ——The 
living God therefore, who was worſpipped by the 
Prephetts, even he and his Word is the God of 
the Living Chriſt there: with the Fi 
ther is the God of the Living, Which Words 
as they ſhew Chriſt in Union with the Father 
to be the God of the Living: So do they prove 
him alſo to be the ſupream God over all, who 
has no Superior; the God of the being 
affirmed to be the God over all. 


8 23. The Son is alſo the Good God; for 
Good 15 th fame as Merciful and Forgiving 
Pſal. 86. 5. For thou, O Lord, art good, and 
ready to forgive and plenteous in Mercy. — 
the Son is called the merciful and forgivi 
Goa, Exod. 34. 6, 7. The Lord, the Lord Got 
merciful, 2 Iniquity, according to Iren 
p. 334. col. 1. therefore the Son is the Good 
God. Indeed Chriſt ſays, Mat. 19. 17. That 
none is good but one, even God. But why mult 


— 


* See Appendix, 
eis enim eſt vivorum Deus, niſi qui eſt ſuper omnia ay 
& ſuper quem alius non eft Deut? Oui igitur @ prophetis 4 dares 
batur Deus Viuus, bic eſt Vivorum Deus, & Verbum ejus — bye 
jgittr Chriftus cum Pare Viuorum * 

18 e Append, No. VI. | R 
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the Word be excluded from the Name Gad, 
fiace he has been proved to be God ? Or if we 
ſuppoſe it to be underſtood of God the Father, 
as ſome Readings have it, tho' judg'd inter- 
polated, yet why muſt it mean any Thing 
more, than that the Father is the Original and 
independant Good, to whom Chriſt directs all 
Mankind as the firſt Foundation of their Hap- 
pineſs, in Opppſition to ſecundary created 
Cauſes, in which they were prone to ſtop 
ſhort and reſt? Sure ic can be no Denial of 
the Son's effential and derived Goodneſs, that 
he reſolves all into the ſelf originated Good- 
neſs of the Father : Or if the Father be the 
Good God, is it ſtrange that his proper Off- 
ſpring and Partaker of his Nature ſhould be 
the Good God? Does not Athaenaſins ſpeak 
after this manner in his Orar. con. Gentes, p. 39. 
40. a Piece allowed by Mr. Whifton to be of 
{ound Doctrine? The Words are theſe, * For | 
being the good Word of a good Father, &c. And | 
again, + Who coming forth good from the Father, | 
the Fountain of good, &c. It then the Son be 
eſſentially Good, be God, and Oxe with the Fa- 
ther ſubſtantially, as has been above proved, 
then is he in Union with the Father, the 
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4 24. The Name God of ee is found. 
ed. pon the" Creation of the Heavens ; ; Which 
the Son performing in Union with the 
Father, is joyntly with' him the God of 
Heaven. And ſo the Title excludes all Falſe 
Gods, which were not, and cou'd not be, 
concerned in Creating the Heavens; and 

which therefore ſhall periſh from under 

the Heavens, according to Ferem. x. 11. 

The Gods, that have not made the Heavens, 


—— even they ſhall periſh —— from under 
theſe Heavens. 


$25. Laſtly, If He is Wiſdom it ſelf, as He 
is \uppoſed to be, by applying to Him that 
faying of Wiſdom concerning Her ſelf, Prov, 
viii. 22. The Lord poſſeſſed me in the beginning 
of his way, then is He the Wiſe God. And if 
his — Subſiſtence in the Father has been 
proved, then is He the Immortal God; that 
is, the Son in Union with the Father is 
the God, to whom the abovementioned Attri- 
butes may be, or have been applied. And 
tho? it be ſaid of the Father, that He is the 
only Wiſe God, Rom. 16. 27. and it be grant- 
ed, that the Expreſſion, 1 Tim. vi. 16. Who 
only bas Immortality, be alſo meant of Him; 
and tho' the Son Himſelf calls the Father 
the only. true.” God, 10 zvib 3. yet docs 


—— 


See Append, Nb. vil. and viii, 
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not all this exclude the Son from a right to 
theſe Appellations, but only Falſe Gods; 
who having neither Wiſdom, nor Truth, nor 
Fternal Life in them, can never be called 
Wiſe, nor True, nor Immortal; this being 
ſtill remembred, that all theſe Attributes are 


Originally in the Father, but in the Son“ 
Derivatively. 8 


8 26. As for Primitive Authority for theſe 
laſt Attributes, it will be ſufficient to obſerve, 
that they are given to the God who appear- 
ed to the Patriarchs and Fathers of the Jewiſb 
Church; and who according to Juſtin Mar- 
tyr, in Dial. cum Tryph. p. 120, and Trex, Lib. 
4. Cap. 11. p. 282. col. 2. was no other than 
the Son of God. The former of which ſpeaks 
thus, Neither Abraham, nor Iſaac, nor 
Jacob, nor any Man, had ever a naked View 
of the Father and Lord of all things and of 
Chriſt himſelf, who is too great td be expreſſed ; 
but of Him only, who according to his Counſel 
is God, as being his Son; and an Angel, as 
Adminiſtring to his Will. The latter thus, 
Chriſt therefore with the Father is the God of 
the Living, who ſpeaks to Moſes, and was mani 
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catus eſt Moyſi, qui & Patribas manifeſtatus eft. 
22 


| [4] 
faſted to the Fathers. Therefore according to 
thoſe Fathers the Attributes belong to the Son. 
heir Aſſertion alſo will conclude for the 
reſt of the Attributes abovementioned, fo far 
as they are fpokea of the Perſon who appear- 
ed Fo the Ne, — —— alſo of the 
Book of Wijdom, makes the Perſon appearin 
to the Patriarchs and Fathers, to be the , 
dom of God ; chap. 10. So that the Attributes 
ven to that Per ſon, belong to Wiſdom or the 
Con. If then thee Explications be true, the 
whole Body of the Jewiſþ Scripture, beſides 
the particular Paſſages already Cited, bear 
Teſtimony to the right of the Son to the 
Names and Attributes mentioned under this 
Queſtion : If they be not true, yet is there 
ain Primitive Authority for Perſons ſo Be- 
ving. - / 


68 27. In the ſeventh Queſtion, He charges 

the Church with holding ſuch a Sameneſs or 
Equality of the Son with the Father,. as Origen 
ſuppoſes ſome raſh Chriſtians to bave done 

in his Time. Now, whether the Church holds 

auy ſuch Opinion, much leſs makes it a Fun- 
damental Article of Faith, will appear by con- 
ſidering the Opinion it ſelf in the Words of 
Origen. | 


Cel us ſuppoſes the Chriſtians to have 


taught, that Jeſus Chriſt was not the Son 3 
che 7 


[ 47 | 
the Father, lust the ver) Father of all things. 
Origen grants that Cel/us might have heard 
ſome Perſons, || not confeſſing Him to be the 
Sen of the Creator of the Univerſe, or Father** 
of all things, but holding him to be + &+: 
r dev, the God over all, or the very De- 
miurgus and Father of all things Himſelf, 
But pray what relation has this Confounding 
of Tuo Perſons with One, afterwards called» ._ 
Sebellianiſin, to the Doctrine of the Church 
of England? Which holds the Diſtinction 
of Perſgns, and the Subordination of the 
* to the Father, tho' in Unity of Sub- 

ance. | 


9 28. Queſtion the ninth, ſuppoſes the 
Church to teach the Doctrine of Cerinthus 
concerning the Impaſlibility of the Word. 
We will propoſe the Doctrine of Cerinthus as. 
delivered to us by Iren. p. 102. and Epiphanius, 
Hereſ. 28. This Heretick fuppoſed Jeſus to 
be a meer Man, Born of Ma of the Seed 
of Joſeph that after His Baptiſm, Chriſt 
came down upon Jeſus in the form of a Dove; 
but about the Ead of His Miniſtry, and the 
time of his Sufferings, Chriſt withdrew him- 
ſelf from Jeſus, retiring thither from whence 
He came, and left that meer Man to ſuffer 


—— 
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by himfelf, Chriſt who was Spiritual remain- 
ing Impaſſible. I think it is plain from theſe 

ords, that the errour of Cerinthus concern. 
ing the ſuſſerings of our Saviour, did not con- 
fiſt in making the Divine Nature impaſſible 
in it ſelf, but in ſeparating it from the Hu- 
manity, or Chriſt from Jeſus at the time of 
His ſuffering; ſo that the Divine Perſon Chriſt 
Jeſus, God and Man, did not ſuffer, but the 
bare Humanity forſaken by, and ſeparated 
from Chriſt or the Deity. Whereas the 
Church of Exgland, tho' it owns the impaſſi- 
bility of the Word &s God in its firſt Article; 
yet acknowledging Chriſt ſeſus to be one 
Perſon made up of God and Man never to be 
divided, in its ſecond Article, and this Per- 
fon to have ſuffered, does thereby teach us the 
inſepirable preſenc2 and Union of the Word 
with the Humanity in its ſufferings ; which 
ſurely is directly coatrary to the Poſition of 
_ Cerinthas, who divided both. And that the 
impaſſibility of the Divine Nature is a Primi- 
tive Doctrine, appears from Iren. p. 250. 
whoſe Words are theſe, * for 4s He (meaning 
Chriſt) was Man, that He might be tempted ; 
fo was He the Word that He might be glorified : 
the Word indeed reſting in regard of the 'Tempta- 
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[ 43 ] 
tion, Crucifixion, and Dying of the Man; but 
preſent with and aſſiſting Him, in regard of His 
Conqueſt, Patience, Goodneſs, Reſurrection, 
aud Aſcenſion. Where it is plain that the 
weakneſs of Chriſt ſuch as his Temptation, 
Crucifixion, and Dying is Attributed to the 
Man only, the Word reſting or being uncon- 
cerned in it. But the Power of Chriſt, ſuch 
as his Victory. Patience, &c. Attributed to the 
Hurd. If then Suffering be contrary to Power, 
and Pain to Reſt, and Power and Reſt be af. 
ficm'd of the Mord, how can it be ſaid that 
the Word ſuffered? Nay juſt before the above- 
cited paſſage, there is an oppoſition between 
Chriſt as Mag, and Chriſt as Lord, or the 
Son of God: as Man He had wo Comelineſs, 
[ indecorms ; ] as Lord He is of a Beautiful coun- 
tenance, [ decorus ſpecie. ] As Man He was 
paſſible, [paſſibilis ;] as Lord, He is the mighty God, 
[ Deus fortis. ] Which oppoſition plainly ſup- 
poles, that the might of the Divinity or Word 


| as well as its Eſſential impaſſibility ſecured it 


from the ſufferings, to which the Humanity 
was expoſed : the Word then according to this 
Father was impaſſible. 


9 29. Queſtion the tenth, ſays He, where is 
the Holy Ghoſt direftly called God or Lord in the 
Seripture, or moſs Primitive Writers ? I con- 
ceive tho* no place in either could be produced 
where he is called God or Lord in direct terms, 
yet if ſuch things are ſpoken of Him, as can- 

| G 2 Not 
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not be made out to belong to any other being 
** than God Himſelf, it will plainly follow that 

He is God. Such are His Delling in a Tem- 
ple, 1 Cor. vi. 19. What, know ye wot thut your 
Bouy is the Temple of the Huh Ghoſt which is 
in yon. His being the joynt Fountain of 
Bleſſings with Father and Son, Marth. xxviii. 
19. Baptixim them in the Name of the Father, 
and of the Son, and of whe Holy Ghoſt, and 
Rev. i. 4, 5. Grace be unto you, and Peace from 
Him which is, and which was, and which is to 
come, and from the ſeven Spivits which are be- 
fore bis Throne, and from Jeſus Chriſt. His 
knowing the ſecrets or deep things of God, as 
the Spirit of « Man the things of a Man, 1 Cor. 
li. 10, 11. But I will come to direct proof, 
which might be taken from my Anſwer to the 
firſt Queſtion; and from Ads v. 3, 4, 9. 
where the reaſoning ſuppoſes the Holy Ghoſt 
to be God; for ſays the Apoſtle v. 4. Thon haſt 
not lyed unto Men, but unte God. In which 
Words there are only two beings ſuppoſed, 
agaiaſt whom the Sin of Lying cou'd be 
committed in the Caſe of Anauias, Man and 
God : but it was not committed againſt Man; 
therefore it was againſt God, but it is ſaid 
to be committed againſt the Foly Ghoſt, v. ;. 
therefore the Holy Ghoſt is Cod; for it Man, 
Holy 'Ghoſt and God, expreſs three different 
Beings, how comes it that the Apoſtle did not 
ſay, thou haſt not Hed unto Men, but unto the 
Holy Ghoſt, and Gbd; or rather, if the 600 
N | of 
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Ghoſt be not God but a Creature, and Crea- 
tures, #5 ſuch, are at an equal diſtance from 
the Creator; how comes it that the Lye 
ſhou'd be a Sin againſt one Creature, the Holy 
Ghoſt, and not againſt another, Man 2 ſince 
they both acted by the fame Divine Autho- 
rity. Sure it cou'd not be on the Account 
of any innate accompliſhments, ſince the 
Image of God in Man Sums up all ſuch 

Perfection; conclude de then that the Holy 

| Ghoſt is God. Direct Proof alſo might be ; 

| WW taken from 2 Cor. 3. 17, 18. for the Holy | 
oOdoſt's being Lord. | Now the Lord is the Spirit, | 
ind we all tre changed from Glory to | 

Glory, even us by the Lord the Spirit ; but 

I ſhall chooſe rather to add one Argument 

to the Weight of the former from Pal. 4 39. 

7, '8. Whither ſhull I go from thy Spirit? or 


whither ſball J flee from why Preſence? If T 

; aſcend up into Heaven Thou art there, &c. 

It is evident that Omnipreſence is here af- 

i firmed of the meaning of theſe three Terms, 

i Spirit, Preſence, and Thou, now to know = 

i whoſe and what theſe Spirit, and Preſence * 

; BW are, we muſt enquire into the Perſon meant "Tf 
1 | 


by Thou; which will appear to be Fehowah-+- 
or Lord, v. 1. 4. and God, v.17, 194 23. fo 
that the Spirit and Preſence, are the Lord Gods. 
t What then are theſe Spirit and Preſence ? Firſt, I 
t fay that the Preſence of the Lord God is one 
e # With the Lord God; for ſo Exvd, 33. 14. - 

| . Jence 
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fence is rendred by «uri; Sept. I my felf, and 
v. 15. thy Preſence by euro; ov Sept. which Pre- 
ſeace- is ſpoken of Jehovah. Secondly, the 
Spirit of the Lord God is one with the Lord 
God; forthe Omnipreſence affirmed of Tho, 
or Lord God, being equally affirmed of his 
Preſence and Spirit, and it being impoſſible 
that there ſhould be three ſeparate Omnipre. 
ſeat Eſſences or Subſtances, it will follow 
that theſe three are one Eſſentially, and that 
the Spirit of the Lord God is Lord God. 


9 zo. But here a Queſtion may be Started, 
whether the Spirit of the Lord God be Subſtan- 
tially. and Perlonally one. with Him ; or 
Subſtantially alone, and not Perſonally. For if 
the Lord God here underſtood, be the Father, 
and the Spirit be Perſonally one with the 
Father, nothing is proved about the Holy 
2 which is a diſtinct Perſon from the 
Father. | 


In Anſwer to which I affirm that I know 
no one inſtance in Scripture in which the 
Spirit of God, the ſame with thy Spirit, is 
underſtood as Perſonally one with the Fa- 
ther of whom it is . affirmed. If then it 
be not Perſonally one with Him, and yet 
is Omnipreſent, and there can be no more 
Omnipreſents than One, then will it follow 
that this Omnipreſent Spirit is one with the 
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Father Subſtantially, tho not Perſonally, and 
therefore is Lord God, there being but one 
Omnipreſent, and one Lord God. The no- 
tion of Preſence indeed is different, and is 
a Synonymous Term, ſtanding for the very 
Perſon whoſe Preſence it is, as appears from - 
the abovementioned Citations out of Exod. 
33. 14, 15. and may be confirmed from 
2 Sam. 17. 11. Where the Original ſays of 
Abſalom, thy Preſence go to Batte/, and our 
Tranſlation very well renders, that thou gor 
to Battel in thine own Perſon. 


$21, As for moſt Primitive Writers, let 


Iren. be conſulted Lib. 5. c. 12. p. 416. whers p. 29 
the Holy Ghoſt is called God, Creator, Eter- 4. 
nal. The Words are theſe, * And again the/Paxiſ- 
ſame Tjaias ſays, for the Spirit ſhall come 15%. 


forth from Me, and I have made every Soul; 
(Laias 57. 16. Sept.) placing the Spirit properly 
in the ſame rank with God, but the Soul in the 
common Order of Created Beings ; and calling 
ita Work. Now that which is made is different 
from that which made it : the Soul therefore is 
temporary, but the Spirit Eternal, From 
which Words we may draw the following 
Remarks. Firſt, that the Terms uſed by 
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the Father to explain the Prophet 7/a;4b, 
equally declare the Sparis to be God, as they 
do the. Soul to be a Crenture, For if rap 
ing the Soul among Creatures expreſſes it to 


* 


be a Creature, then ranking the Spirit with 
God expreſſes it to be God. Secondly, the 
inference which He makes plainly, fuppoſes 
the Spirit to be the Creator, if we carefully re- 
view the whole reaſoning, which amounts 
in Senſe to this. Tbe Spirit which comes 
forth from God is the Creator, and the 
Soul which is made by it is a Creature; 
now that which is made is different from 
that which made it, in Duration as well as 
Effence ; therefore the Soul, which is made, 
ts of a temporary Duration, and the Spirit, 
which made it of an Eternal. For if the Terms, 
that which made it, T3 ju], relate to 
the God from whom the Spirit comes forth, 
and not to the Spirit coming forth, God and 
not Spirit, ſhoud have been inferred in the 
Concluſion, as thus: becanſe the Soul which 
is made, is different from God who made it, 
therefore the Soul is Temporary, and God Eter- 
val. But becauſe the Spirit is inferred in the 
Concluſion, therefore is it meant in the Pre- 
miſes ; otherwiſe one thing wou'd be af- 
firmed in the Premiſſes, and another be in- 
ferred in the Concluſion againſt all reaſon- 


ing; therefore according to this Author, the 
Holy Ghoſt is God, Creator, and Eternal. 
Again He is ſaid to be before every Creature 3. 


P. 331- 
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p. 331. col. 1. And that Wiſdom alſo 
(which is the Spirit) was with God before any 
Thing wat made, appears from (Prov. 8. 22.) 
The Lord Created me the beginning of His 
Ways: Therefore the Spirit Himſelf is no 
Creature, but real God; there being no 
Medium that we know of, between God 
and the Creature. 


8 32. If then the Holy Ghoſt be God Un. 
created, He ought without doubt, in Anſwer to 
the Eleventh Queſtion, zo be invocated. For if 
He is the Joint Fountain with Father and ·· 
Son, both of Adoptive and Edifying Grace and 
Peace, as has been ſhewn from Matth. xxvii. 
19. Rev. i. 4, 5. And if He freely and vos» 
luntarily, tho' Subordinately, diſpenſes to 
Men extraordinary Gifts as they are want-* 
ed for the Edifying of the Church, 1 Cor. xii. 
11. All theſe worketh that one and the-ſelf 
ſame Spirit, ſhall it be thought too much 
to ask Him for them, in Subordination to, 
and Union with the Father and Son ? and 
to join Him with them, as the Object of- 
our Petitions, who is United with them as 
the Author of our Happineſs. 
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* Quoniam antem & Sapientia, que eſt Spiritus, erat apud Dei 
ante omnem Conſlizutionem, per Solomonem ait, — Dominus creavit 
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$ 33. But to come to Scripture Proof, the 
Holy Ghoſt is called by the Name of 
Wiſdom, according to Theoph. ad Autol. Lib. 1. 
p. 21. edit. Oxon. and Iren p. 330, 331. for 
to this Divine Spirit they both apply Prov. 
iii. 19. The Lord by Wiſdom bath founded the 
Earth; and Jen. the words of Wiſdom, c. viii. 
22. The Lord Created me the beginning of His 
Ways, &c. Now the Scripture ſuppoſes Wiſ⸗ 
dom to be the Object of invocation, for 
Prov. i 28. She ſays of Her ſelf, then ſhall 
* they call upon me, but I will not anſwer, they 
ſpall ſeek me early, but they ſhall not find me; and 
Prov. ii. 3. if. thou crieſt after knowledge; ra- 
ther according to the Hebrew, calleſt upon 
knowledge, dd yee Tiv M, Em)! uon. Sept. 
and giveſt thy Voice for (rather to) Under- 
ſtanding, & c. M Th owkoa A goviv os, Sept. 
Rom. to which the Alexan. Copy adds, F dia- 
naw Cutiars peya nyt] gwh, then ſhalt thou un- 
derſtand, &c. If then Wiſdom be the Object 
of Invocation, and Wildom be the Holy Ghoſt, 
we need not doubt but the Holy Ghoſt has 
been, will, and ought to be invocated. Perhaps 
Mr. Whiſton, will not allow theſe paſſages 
of Scripture to be meant of the Holy Ghott ; 
bur whether He does or no, this is certain, 
the above- cited Father ſo underſtood them, 
who muſt be ſuppoſed to have known eve- 
ry thing ſpoken of Wiſdom in the Book of 
Proverbs; to have found nothing in the 
w? Doctrine 
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Doctrine concerning Her, that was incon- 
ſiſtent with their conceptions of the Holy 
Spirit: -otherwiſe they cou'd' never have un- 
derſtood the Term Wiſdom of Him, and 
therefore muſt have thought it both Law ful 
and their Duty to call upon the Spit. 


9 34. But ſince Mr. Whifen, gives Me 
the Liberty of the Ante - Nicene Ages to 
Anſwer this Queſtion, I will give Him 2 
Quotation out of * Origen. in Ferem, p 177, 
Who hath ſo Thirſted after the Holy Ghoſt, 
as to fay, as the Hart panteth after the Na. 
ter Brooks, ſo panteth my Soul after thee,. O 
God ? Pfal. xlii. 1. Where the aſpiration or 
Prayer to God, as the Fountain of Life 
Pſal. xlii. 1. is applied to the Hol G 
as God, 


535. Queſt. 18. I don't know what Au- 
thorities Mr. Mhiſton has met with, that 
may make him conclude the Church not 
to Hold the Father to be greater than the 
Son. For tho' it Believes an Equality iam u 
Nature, yet does it not deny a Subordina- A 
tion of Perſons, nor the Father to be great Vp 
er than the Son in this reſpe 
is a Self. Originated and Independent Subſi- 
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ſtence, and the Fountain of Being to the 
Son; who will be always ſo much leſs than 
the Father, as Dependency is than Indepen- 
dency, and that which is Derived is leſs than 
that which is ſelf Originated. But to ſhew that 
an Equality of Nature and Power is con- 
ſiſtent with the Appellations of greater and 
laſs, I will make uſe of à very plain and 
familiar inſtance taken from Scripture, Gen. 
xli/ where we learn that Joſeph of the ſame 
Nature with Pharaoh King of Egypt, and 
ia that reſpect Equal, was advanced by 
that Prince to the Adminiſtration of the 
Government, and inveſted with His whole 
Authority and Power both in relation to 
the Monarchy and the Royal Family, 
for ſays He, v. xliv.. I am Pharoah, and 
without thee ſhall no Man lift up his Hand 
or Foot iu all the Land of Egypt, and ver. xl. 
Thou ſbalt be aver my Houſe, and according 
unto thy Word, ſhall all my People be Ruled. 
He in the mean time reſerving nothing to 
--Himlelt, but only the Superiority in the 
Throne, as being the Independent Root- of 
the Monarchick Power which Joſeph enjoyed 
by derivation. from, Him; for adds He v. 
xl; only in the Throne will I be greater than 
Thee. If then Pharoab was greater than 
Joſeph, tho“ they were both Equal in Na- 
ture and Power; can it be hard to conceive that 
the Father ſhowld be greater then the Son, Joh. xiv. 
28. tho both Fqual in Nature and a 

| being 
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being the Origin of the Son, and the Fountain 
of Power derived to Him ? The compariſon 
would have been more juſt, had it been 
taken from che Son of a King, who re 
ceives both his Being from his Father, and 
an VUalimitted Power of Adminiſtring un- 
der Him: But even then the Indivifibility» 
of Eſſence cou'd never have been repre-* 
ſented. However fuch as it is, it proves · 
the thing it was brought for, that greater- 
and Jefs are conſiſtent with Equality, and it- 
may be a difficult thing to ſhew that this 
Idea of Greatneſs is excluded out of the. 
meaning of St. Fohy's Expreſſion, my Father- 
is greater than J. 


$ 36. That the Son was Ignorant of 
the Day of Judgment I believe is own- 
ed by all, who acknowledge the Scrip- 
tures. Yet ſince Omniſcience has been above 
proved to be an attribute of Wiſdom or 
the Word, let Mr. Whiſton ſhew that 


Ignorance belonged to the Son in any other 


reſpe&t ; than that of Nis Created Nature. 


) 37. Pp. 44. He endeavours to juſtify the 
account of our Saviour's Trial and Con- 
demnation, which is delivered in the Con- 
ſtitutions, in a manner different from that 
in St. John's Goſpel, by ſaying the like 
mall Varieties are in the undoubted ac- 


counts of the Four Goſpels. It is true indeed 
different Writers, who have their Informa- 
tion 
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tion different Ways, nay Eye-Witneſſes of 
the ſame Facts, may thro' Weakneſs of 
Memory, and too looſe an Obſervation, re. 
eord Facts with Variety of Circumſtances, 
which others may contraditt who are bet. 
ter informed, and of a more Faithful Memo. 
ry, and greater Curioſity, but that the ſame 
Eye · Witneſs ſhou'd ſo eaſily miſtake in the {ame 
Fact, eſpecially of importance, and the 
ſtrongeſt Impreſſion, ſuch as the Tryal of 
his Dear Maſter, in whoſe Boſom He lay 
as the Favourite Diſciple, is what cannot ſo 
readily be aſſented to. St. John indeed did 
not make that Diſcourſe Himſelf in the 
Conſtitutions, Lib. 5 c. 14. yet was it de. 
Iivered in His Name as one of the Apoſtles 
that is ſaid to have been preſent: and 
therefore it did concern Him and Peter u ho 
were the only Eye-witneſſes of the Fad, 
to have Corrected the Circumſtantial mil. 
takes, or if they were no miſtakes, then 
wou'd it have become St. Jo% in Writing 
- his Goſpel, afterwards had his Memory 
failed Him, to have conſulted the Authen: 
tick record of the Conſtitutions delivered by 
the Apoflles, or the Copy of them, in the 
Aſiatick Churches, and not to have ſuffer- 
ed two ſuch different accounts to have been 
Publiſhed to the World by his own Au- 
thority. But ſurely the Apoſtle was too 
much Enlightned and too Careful to fall 


into ſuch forgetfulneſs and negle& ; and 
by there · 


Il 
therefore the Story of the Conſtitutions muſt 
be Spurious. 122 | | 


$ 38. p. 45. He mentions the Original 
Conſtirutions of the Apoſtles preſerved by 
Epiphanius concerning Eaſter. It is probable 
He will fay ſomething in his Eſſay on the 
Conſtitutions to confirm its Authority; o- 
therwiſe the difficulties raiſed againſt it, 
muſt ſtill continue in their full Force. 


5 39. p. 46. He is of Opinion that the 
Tenth Part of Texts of Scripture, and 
Ancient Teftimonies cannot be brought for 
the Doctrine now Current, that are for the 
Arian. If by the Arian Doctrine He means 
that which denies the Eternal Exiſtence of 
the Son of God, I cannot agree with Him: 
But if He means that- which Teaches the 
coming forth of the Son to be the Begin- 
ing of all taings, then I fay tho' the Son 


this coming forth, and of a Created, intelle- 
Qual Nature, which He is ſuppoſed by 
ſome to have aſſumed at the beginning of 
the Creation, as the firſt Fruits of it ; and 
tho" it be granted that He is oftner men- 
tioned in Scripture, (which yet may be que 
ſtioned) and in the moſt Ancient Fathers, 
in relation to His coming forth, and Creat- 
ed Nature, than His 13 Subfiſtence; 


yet does not this prove that the — 
0 


be called moinwz, xrisue Oc in reſpect of p. uo. 


8 L556 
f His Etemal Exiſtence i falſe, but only 
that he is more frequently ſpoken of in re- 
ſpect of one than the other: For would it not 
be a very odd Concluſion, which F believe no 
Arian can agree to, tho' a Saainian might, to 
fay, That, becauſe the Son is aftener menti- 
oned in the Four Gopels as Son of Man, than 
Son of God, that therefore be is nat Son of 
Cod? Surely Where à Perſon bas different 
·ſucceſſive Manners of ſubſiſſ ing, and is com- 
poſed of different Natures, it would be more 
reaſonable to 2 into the Cause, why it 
is more frequently ſpoken of in relation to one 
manner of Subſiſtence and Nature than ano- 
ther, which I thiak cannot be difficult to 
one who has look'd into the Oeconomy of 
Providende. For if the Creature could not 
have been made, preſerved and been happy, 
except the Word had limited its Immenſity, 
and come forth into a manner of Subſiſtenc: 
Proportioned to the Nature and Capacity of 
«the Creature that u as to be , preſerv- 
ed and made hapyy by him; and if che Ke 
demption:af the World could not have been 
effected, but by the Incarnation of the Logos, 
and his becoming Man ; then is it cvident that 
it concerns us more to know him in this State 
of Humility and Condeſcention, than in that of 
his natural Immenſity and original Exalta- 
ion: Since it is owing to his Humility that 


1 


—B 
* Mi 


1 * See Append. Ne. IX. 8 
We 


C 57%) 
we are Made and Redeemed, neither of which- 
could have been, had he never deſcended frome 
the ſublime Condition of his natural Greats» 
neſs. | | 


. 39. I would willingly ask the Author: 


why he denies Invocation to the Holy Ghoſt* 


in this Page, when he allows him to be wor- 
ſhipped in the Forms of Baptiſm, Doxology* 
and Bleſſing, which ſuppoſe him to be the* 
joiat Fountain of Good with Father and Son. 


F. 40. P. 28. 75. confirm the Judgment I 
made in a former Letter, concerning the pro- 
bable Ground of Mr. Whiſton's falling into the 
Arian Scheme, namely, the Notion he had 
gained from Scripture-Prophecy of the over- 
ſpreading of Anti chriſtianiſm in the earlier 
Times of the Church, and the diſſatisfaction 
he might find in the ordinary Explications of 


| Commentators. 


$. 41. I come now to his Suſpicions con. 
cerning Athanaſius. One would have thought 
that when he attacks the Reputation of a Fa- 
ther ſo generally admired for near Fourteen 
Hundred Years, and gives him one of the 
blackeſt and worſt of Characters, he ſhould 
have brought very good Grounds for the Suſ- 
picions he inſinuates, leaſt he be convicted 
and condemned out of his own Mouth, and 
fix that Character on himſelf which he would 
I upon 
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vpon the Father, of treating his Adverſaries 


I will conſider ſome of the molt material of 
thoſe Suſpicions, and leave them to your 


cooler and more ſedate Reflexions to judge, 


whether they be ſo well grounded as to ani- 
mate a Calm and Even Reaſoner to that 
degree of Zeal which Mr. Whiſton diſcovers 


againſt the Great Athanaſius. 


S. 42. P. 00. F. 4. Heſalls upon At henaſius ſor 
his reproachtul Account of the Origin of the 
Melitians, and opp ſes to him the Authority 
of Epiphanius, who fets that Story in a dif- 
ferent Light. Methinks Mr. Hhiſton ſhould 
have obſerved, that the ancient Eccleſiaſt ck 
H ſtorians give a contrary Account to that of 
Epiphanius, and he ſhould have weakentd 
their Authority by ſhewing us either that they 
were ill acquainted with the Matter of Fact, 


and Strangers to the Story as told by Fpriphe- 


nius; or it they were not, that either Preju- 
dice or want of judgment or Sincerity, de- 
termined them to a repreſentation that was 
contrary to the Truth, and that this contrary 
Revreſentation was owing to no other Origi- 
nals, than the Writings of Athanaſius. For if 
the contrary ſhould be true, that thoſe Hiſto- 
rians were well acquainted with the Melitian 
Story, as recorded by Epiphanius, that they 
were Men of Judgment, Sincerity, and with- 


cut Prejudiee; and that the Facts they tell 
18 
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us did not ſolely reſt on the Authority of 4. 
thavafius, all which ought to be ſuppokd till 
the contrary be proved: And yet norwith- 
{tznding all this, repreſented the Matter as 
we find it ia their Writings, it will plainly 
follow, that A: han aſius his Account of the G- 
rigin of the Meiitrans. as ſupported and con- 
firmed by the Eccleſiaſtick Hiſtorians, cught 
more to be regarded than the ſingle Teſtimo- 
ny of Epiphanius. The Council of Nice in- 
deed dealt more gently with Melitius and his 
Followers than they did with the Arzans : Bur 
this does not infer a Suſpicion, that He was leſs 
Criminal than Athanaſius has repreſented Him. 
Melitius had a very great Party in Egypt en- 
tirely devoted to him, who were rather Schiſ- 
maticks than Hereticks. It is no wonder then 
that a People charged with leſſer Crimes than 
the Arians, ſhould be better treated than 
they were; and their Leader, however guil- 
ty he might be of the Facts alledged againſt 
bim, be ſpared for their Sakes, and the Peace 
of the Church; the Synod declaring at the 
ſame Time, that according to the Severity of 
Eccleſiaſtick Diſcipline, his Crime deſerved a 
more heavy Puniſhment. 


a 43- Lia. 9. 5. He tells us, that 4tha- 
naſius's Treatiſes contra Gentes, & de incarna- 
tione, contain, ſo far as he can judge, in a 
manner the fame Doctrines that he after- 
wards ſo violently r under the Notion 
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of Arianiſm. I will cite Two or Three Paſ. 
ſages out of theſe Treatiſes, by which we 
may judge our ſelves of this Father's Mind, 
The Firſt is taken out of his Orat. con. Gentes, 
p, 39, where he ſpeaks of the Word thus, 
* Who is different from the Things that are 
made, and from every Creature : Which is di- 
rectly againſt the Arian Poſition, that the 
Word is a Creature. The Second Paſſage is 
out of p. 40. of the ſame Diſcourſe : + But 
God is Being, therefore His Word is Being, 
Where the Word is called Being in the ſame 
Senſe that the Father is ; therefore he muſt 
be Eternal and neceſſary like the Father. The 
Third is from the ſame Pape, || Wbo made al 
Things by his Eternal Word; in which the E- 
ternity of the Word is aſſected by Athanaſius. 


9. 44. But before I proceed any farther, 
* I muſt do Juſtice to his 2oth Queſtion, p. 11. 
Why the Diſputants for the common Notions, ne- 
wer ſtate and prove the meaning of the Words they 
ie and reaſon from? Such as &, xrirua, 
| yermrs;; which being uſed in Terms, or ſbme- 
thing equivalent to them in the foregoing Ci- 
tations, mult be explained according to the 
Meaning of Athanaſius : For indeed, as Mr. 
Whifton well oblerves, the whole Contro- 
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verſie turns upon the right ſtating the ſame, 


$. 45- Firſt then I will give the Notion of 


yernay, the Things that are made (which I take 
to be of the ſame Import with Teo»; & xl. 
geg, every Creature) as it is explained p. 40. 
The Nature of the Things that are made Subſiſtss 
out of nothing; yemrav n gung=-+t% 8x OT wv r- 
.; But the Son is & , different from 
theſe Things, therefore the Son is not a Crea. 
ture, or made out of Nothing. To & 0, 
Nothing, the Origine of the Creature, is oppoſed 
by Athanaſius God the Father in his Name ds, 
the Origine and Source of the Word or Son; 
which Name d declares him who ſeat Moſes, 
Exod. 3. 14. to be the True, Neceſſary and Eter- 
nal God, or Being it ſelf, in oppoſition to pre- 
tended Deities who are ſaid to be worſe than 
Nothing, Iſa. 41. 24. or to proceed from Wo- 
thing. From God the Father conſidered as oy, 
Being, comes the Word as av, Being, in Con- 


tradition to the Production of other Beings, 
& 8x OTwv, out of Nothing, which ſhews the 


Son to be Being it ſelf, in the ſame Notion as 


it is applied to the Father. The Son therefore 
being dv, or Being it ſelf, and by his Natute 


uncapable of ceaſing to be, is communicated to 
the Creature made t & Tov, out of Nothing, 
and naturally tending to its Original Nothing, 
to preſerve it in its Being; and is thereſore well 
called & A2yG., the Eternal Mord, the 
Term ai, Eternal, importing the lame with 

| 2 
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es Being, and is oppoſed in this Plaee to the 
2 Nature, n qvas gens, of Created Things. 

he like Reaſoning is uſed p. 5 f. de Incarnat. 


* 
” 
w# , 


* Man is naturally Mortal, as being made out of 


Nothing : But through his likeneſs 40 Being (the 
Name of Fati:er and Son) he might have re. 


rained his natural Propenſity to Corruption. 


Andi a little after, Þ For by reaſon of the Word 
that was preſent with them (meaning Men) 24. 
tural Corruption ſhould never have approached 
them. I think theſe Inſtances out of both 
Treatiſes, and the Terms thus explained will 
canvince us that the Doctrines oppoſed by 4. 
t hanaſius after the Arian Controverſie, were 
different from thoſe which he taught him elf 
before it. 

H. 46. P. 101. C6.) He begins to ſift the 
Story of Arſenius, as told in favour of A4tha- 
naſius, and makes One ſmall Miſtake, in ſay. 
ing Arſenius wrote his Letter after he was pro- 
duced be ore his Judges; when that Letter 
was u ritten before according to che Order of 
Facts tod by Athan. vol 1. p. 185, 188. He 
ſays, it appears utterly incredible that he 
ſhould ever be charged wich the Murder of 2 
Perſon, who yet, if Achauaſius ſays true, mult 
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have been known by all the World to be-fliff 


alive. But in Reply I ſay, Firſt, That if the 
Accuſation brought againſt Athanaſius was 
Falſe and Villanous, and the contrary is not 


yet made out, we may eaſily conceive how 


the ſame Malice which forged it, might ins 
duſtriouſly ſupport it, notwithſtanding its be- 
ing confuted. It is no new Thing in our own 
Times to have detected Lyes impudently main» 
tained and aſſerted for Truths. 2dly. The 
World at this Time was ſo great a Part Arian, 
and ſo few could be Eye. Witneſſes of what 
paſſed at the Council, that it is no Wonder 


the People believed as the Managers on their 


Side repreſented Things to them. But 3dly, 
Arſenius his being Alive was known to, or be- 
heved by a great Part of the Chriſtian Church: 
Or otherwiſe how could the Sardican Fathers 
have afferted him to have been Alive in their 
Synodical Epiſtle, Theod. Eccl. Fife. p. 77. the 
Preface to which informs us, that the Synod 
was compoſed out of different Nations, both 
Eaſtern and Weſtern. The Synod of Alex- 
andria alſo, held ſome few Years before, Athan. 
Apol. p. 131. aſſert the ſame Thing with this 
additional Circumſtance, that Arſenins was 
deſirous of being admitted to Communion. 
Surely both thele Synods, the Alexandrian 
eſpecially, which could be beſt informed. of 
the Truth of the Fact, cannot be ſuppoſed to 
have made fo publick and ſolemn a Declara- 
tion on ſlight Evidence. However this is cer» 
| tain, 
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their Teſtimony is, for ought yet ap. 
25 rs, as good for the Life of and as that 
- of the Arians is againſt it. 


1 47. Again, He ſuſpects 0 Letter which 
the Emperor ſent to Athanaſius, in which he 
cleared him of the Death of Arſenius, to be 
forged by Athanaſius; and that for this Rea- 
ſon partly, becauſe Conſtantine ſoon baniſhed 
him afterwards. Inderd had no particular 
Reaſons been- aſſigned of his Baniſhment, or 
had the improbability of thoſe Reaſons. been 
made to appear, ſuch a Suſpicion. might have 
had ſome Ground; but ſince the particular 
Reaſons are. told us by Hiſtorians, and thoſ 
Reaſons are not proved to be improbable, the 

Murdering of Arſenius ought not to have been fl | 
8 to have been the Cauſe of his B=. | 
niſhment. Socrates mentions TWͤO different MM | 
Reaſons that were given for his Baniſb@gent; 
fome ſaid it. proceeded from an Aceulſation 
brought againſt Him for threatning to pre 
vent the Exportation of Corn out of A 
to Cauſt ant irople. So ſays the Synod of Alex. 
Enaris, Athan. Apolog. p. 132. ** Theodo. 
Hiſt. Eccleſ lib. 1 c. 31. Others imputed it 
to the Policy of the Emperor, that by re 

moving Athanaſius, who obſtinately refuſed to 
communicate with Arrius, He might ' reſtore 
Peace and Unity to the Church. ' Sozome 
takes notice of this laſt! Reaſon, Lib. 2. c. 28. 


tho* he inclines to another, the Calumnics # 
is 
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His Enemies, who had perſwaded the Em- 
peror that He had broken the Chalice. But 
which ſoever be the true Reaſon, none of them 


inſinuate the Murder of Arſenius, as any 
ways alledged for a Reaſon of His Baniſh- 


ment, but repreſent Him as perfectly Purged 


of that Crime before the Synod. 


8 48. As for His withdrawing Himſelf from 


the Council, the Reaſons given by Sozomen 
are, His diffidence in His Judges His Ene- 
mies, and the fear of being Aſſaſſinated; 
which Mr. Whifton muſt know has been 
and may be the Cafe of good Men, whoſe 
Misfortune it is to be ſometimes Oppreſſed 
with' Noiſe and Faction. The ſame Au- 
thor alſo acquaints us with the Reaſons of 
His Condemaation, among which nothing is 
laid of the Murder of Arſenius. 


It is indeed ſtrange, and I cannot but 
take Notice of it, that this Learned Gentle- 
man ſhou'd take upon Him to Queſtion the 
Truth and Reaſons of Facts that have been 
done for near Fourteen Hundred Years back- 
wards, without the Authority of One Writer, 
for thoſe He wou'd infinuate. Is it proba- 
ble, or rather poſſible, that the Earlier Ages 
ſhou'd be fo unacquainted with their own 
Actions, as to be obliged to Poſterity for the 
ſecret of them? or if they were fo Igno-. 
rant, what can te the means that cou'd 


K make 


\ 


| [ 66 J 
make us fo knowing ? in Short, this Liber- 
ty of Commenting upon paſt Facts tends 
directly to the overturning the Truth of all 
Hiſtory, which is no longer ſuch as our Fa- 
thers have del:vcred it, bat as we are pleaſed 
to make it. | 


6 49. P. 102.4 7, I will paſs by His look- 
ing upon Athanaſius as the fore. runner of 
Anti- ehriſtianiſm and Anti-chriſt, p. 99. 109. 
His Unchriſtian Reflection upon St. Anthony, 
ſo much admired and ſpoken of by Pious 
Fathers, in making Him to be much the 
ſame to Athanaſius, as the falſe Prophet will 
be to Antichriſt, namely an Author of Ly- 
ing Wonders to give Credit to the Athana- 
ſian Cawe ; and this Principilly as it ſeems, 
becauſe the Miracles and Stories recorded of 
Him, are to the diſadvantage of Ariani/m, 
which is not yet proved to be the True 
Doctrine. | 1 


8 50. As for the Story of Balacius and the 

Clote, methinks Mr. ¶hiſton ſhou'd not have 
{lighted what is faid upon it in the Monitum 
in Antonij vitam, which JI ſuppoſe Him to 
have read. | * 


$ 51. P. 103. In Anſwer to Su picion the 
Ninth, I will obferve that Raffinus agrees 
with 4thansfius in the manner and place of 


the Death of Arius. For thus ſays Reſet 
. | 7 [ 


i 1671 

- Ze retired to 4 Publick place of Eaſement, 
where while He ſat, His Eutrails and all His 
-Bowels came out, and were diſcharged into 
the drauzht; and thus Athanaſius, in Epiſt. 
ad Sr Hie withdrew to a convenient place 
to Eaſe Nature, and ( as it is Written Acts i. 
18. Falling flat upon His Face He burſt aſun- 
der in the midſt) ſo He ſuddenly fell down, 
and immediately. expired. ©. Secondly, they 
agree in the Perſon who! was Biſhop''of 
Conſtantinople, and pur up His Petition and 
Prayer againſt Arius, which was Alexander. 
But Ruſſinus differs from Athanaſius. and: the 
Hiſtorians, Firſt in the Day of the Death 
of Arius; all theſe making it to be the 
Saturday immediately preceeding the - Sanday 
appointed for His admiffhog to Communi- 
on; Refiines, the very Day it ſelf as He 
was going to be admitted. Secondly,, in 
the time of the Day; Ruffinus ſays it was 
the Morning; Athanafas with the Hiſto- 
rians the Evening. Thirdly, concerning the 
Perſon of the Emperor then Reigning; R. 
Anus, ſays it was Conſtantius; all the reſt, 
Conſtantine. Is it fit then that in the mat- 
ters in which they differ, the Sole Teſtimo- 


ny of Raffinus | ſhou'd be admitted againſt 


* — _— * — . 
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the joint Teſtimony of At hanaſius and the 
FHiſtorians? or ſince both ſides agree in the 
Circumſtances of His Death, is Athanaſi- 
s Story ſo contrary to Raſinus's, as one 
wou'd be apt to magine from Mr. Whiſton's 
Mords fn et th ns 6s) | _ 1 


8 52. What Occaſion At hanaſius might have 
for repeating this Story notwithſtanding its 
Notoriouſneis, may be eaſily conceived by 
thoſe, who know how much the Eaſtern 
Church was Aria» ; and how an accident 
of! this Nature might be induſtriouſly deny- 
ed by Men of deſign, For they who cou'd 
affirm Arſenius to be Dead, when according 
to the beſt records, He was proved to be 
alive, might eaſily frame another Story of 
the Death of Arius, than what the ſame 
Hiſtorians Unanimouſly agree in. 


0 53. As for the Caution of Athanaſius 
in relation to his Epiſtle, if his own reaſon 
of that Wiſe Conduct is not to be Believ- 
ed, I know not who is capable of giving 
us à better, 2 T7 


9 54. P. x05: <h 13. He makes Objefions 
to the Epiſtle of Diamſius of Alexandria. The 
Firſt is, that it is different from the Style 
of the Third Century, Principally, as [I 
underſtand Him, on theſe Two accounts, 


becauſe it is for the 5m: and the Eterui- 


[ 69] 
y of our Saviour. But He ſhou'd be put 
in mind that the Eternity of the 8on cou'd 
be no ſtrange Doctrine to the Third Ceaty- 
ry, becauſe it has been proved to have 
been Taught in che Second. And that Euſe- 
bius of Cæſarea, whole integrity and abilities 
Mr. Whiſton, has a good Opinion af, p. 103. 
BE (8.)-in His Letter to the Clergy of His 
; I Dioceſs, Socrar. Lib. 1. c. 8. ſpeaks thus con- 
' 8 cerning the Term 6440os0405; Or i Conſubſt antial 
| 


which He had approved of in the Nicene 
Creed; * We know that ſome: t and 
Excellent Biſhops and Authors among the An- 
tients in their Theological diſcourſes concerning 
the Father and Son, have uſed the Term Con- 
ſubſtantial, Now the Nicene Council was 
held Anno Dom; 325. about which time 
Euſebius ſeems to have Written H.'s Letter. 
How is it poſſible. then that the Term 
Suro; Conſul ſtautial, ſnou d be uſcd by ſome 
of the Antient B ſhops, the raAzay, if it was 
Foreign to the way of Writing in the Third 
or upper Centuries? or how: cou'd thoſe 
Fathers who Wrote between the beginning 
of the. Fourth Century, and the Sitting of 
the Nicene Council, be called & Tea the 
Antients. It is then without doubt true that 
it was no New Term, but ſuch as might well 
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be uſed by Diomſius of Alex1ndrie; and is 
no Argument againſt the Truth and Autho- 
rity of the Epiſtle. The Second Object ion 
4s; that it is omitted by Euſebius in his Ac- 
-count of Dionyſius. Mr. Whifton ſnou'd have 
Temembred that Eaſebius in his Eccleſ. Hiſt, 
Lib. 6. c. 46. Lib. 7. c. 26. acknowledges 
there were many Epiſtles of Dionyſius not 
mentioned by him in particular; and why 


might not this to Diomſius of Rome, be 


one of the Number? St. Baſil admits of it 
as genuine in the Epiſtle cited by Mr. Whi- 
Fox, and uſes it as an Argument of the un- 
ſettled notions of that Father, that the du 
o which He ſometimes diſallo us of, is 
afſerted by Him, in His Letter to His Name- 
fake Diomſius of Rome. *. J 


14 55. Whether He contradicted the Council 
of Ant iach in this Aſſertion, and the MWicene 
and the. Antiachian Councils contradicted 
each. other; Whether the Term S 
was uſed by them in one and the ſame Senſe, 
and not according to the different mean. 
ings put upon it by Athenaſins, Hilary and 
Baſil ; and whether the explication of theſe 
Fathers be a Witty. Reconciliation, and not 
the Truth of the Matter derived to them 
by tradition, will J believe, be a very diff- 
cult thing for any one to ſhew. 


* 
* 


$56 


* ro... ao: 3 1 


nnn * — —_ — 


nnen 


acc Im a . A oa. as a VV 


— . 


> MR i. OT. | wr , AW. 


L714 


+$56+( 14. ) As for the Quotation from The- 
ognoſtus, the Truth of it may be proved out 
of the ſame Chapter of Photius, that is 
brought by Mr. Whifton againſt it. Athana- 
fu when He Cites the paſſage againſt: the 


"_, * 


Arians, confeſſes Theognoſtus to have ſpoken 
ſome things before ot the Son that ſounded 
Heterodox, but that He did it * I/ way of 
Objeckion. Photius in his account of this 
very Book out of which the paſſage was 
taken, affirms the Heterodox Expreſſions of 
Theog noſt us, but wont allow ot the Apology 
made for Him, that He did it || by way of 
Oljection. Hence I think it appears, that the 
Apology of Athanaſius for that Father 1s 
binted at by Photius, fince the Apologetick 
Terms, & Wurzoizs Xbye, uſed by Photize, 
ſeem plainly to be taken from thoſe of 4tha- 
n:fius, ws r yuveciz, p. 230. Vol. 1. it mult 
follow then that Photius had read the Quo- 
tation from Theognoſtus as it ſtands in Arthas 
naſius, at the Foot of which Quotation the 
Apologetick Terms ws & wuraoic are placed 
and if it had not been in His Copy, He mult 
have taken notice of it as either omitted by 
the Tranſcriber, or impoſed upon Athana- 
fins, or ſorged by Him; but He ſays nothing 
at all about it; therefore it muſt be grant» 
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ed that He found it in His Copy; and ſo 
it is no ſuſpicted Qugtation as it ſtands in 
Ane 


9 57. Again Phosius tells us, that Theognoſtu 

in His Sevemh Book of pot ypoſes * Writes 
more Ori hudo ug, as of ot ber things, ſo eſpecial- 
ty of ibe Son: about the End of the Bool. 
It then He cqud Write more Religionſly or 
Orthodoxly of the Son in the Seventh Book, 
can it be thought range that He ſhou'd 
drop ſomething in the Second Book, that 
ſhou'd be agrecable to it? it is then my 
Opinion concerning theſe Fathers, and it is 
due to their great Chatacter, that they were 
not ſo weak and unſettled, as to be Guilty 
of the Contradictions charg'd/ upon them, 
but that the difference of Style is owing to 
the Old Orthodox Doctrine of the Church, 
which ſhews us the Son in Two different 
Conditions, in the One as Eternally ſubſiſt- 
jag with the Father, in the Other, as coming 
forth to be the Beginning of the Creation, 


K. 58. P. 107. (16.) I fay, if Hoſts was 
forced by long Vexation and trouble to af 
ſent to, and Subſcribe the Sirmium Creed, 
Hthan, Hiſt Arian ad Monach. 45. Soc. 
Lib. 2. c. 31. Sozom. Lib. 4. c. 6. As the 
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E:fterns who were capable Judges affirm, 
then did He not draw it up, as Hilary is 
ſuppoſed to mean; who, tho* a Weſtern Wri- 
ter, yet cou'd giye us no Tidings of His 
Recantation in His Book % Synodis, where 
He fo ſeverely. treats Him, becauſe accard- 
ing to Cave in His H,. Lit. it was Writ- 
ten before the Death of Foſpus. The ſame 
may be faid of Phæbadius who Wrote His 
Treatife againſt the Arians, while Hoſius was 
alive, as is evident from the Concluſion of 
it, where are theſe Words. For either He 
Errs nom, (meaning Hoſius, ) or always Erred 
before —— but what if = 75 of different Sen- 
timents now, and Defends that which He Cons 
demned before? or if He thinks right now, 
what ſhall we Judge of them who were Baptized 
by Him, &c ? where the Terms, He Errs Now, 
He thinks Now, plainly ſuppoſe Him to be 
alive; how. then cou'd Phæbadius, if Hioſius 
was alive, inſert an Account of His Recan- 
tation at His Death? as for Marcellinus and 
Fauſtinus, there are ſome Blemiſhes in their 
Characters, which may make it as difficult 
for us to admit their Teſtimony, as it is tor 
Mr. Whiſton that of Athanaſius. However if 
Athanaſius {hou'd be miſtaken in this matter, 
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* guia aut nunc errat, aut ſemper erravit — guid fi diverſs 
nunc ſentit ( Quecunque ab eo retro damnata ferant, defen- 
duntur aut ſi nunc recte, Sci. ſentit, Quid de lis Opiniandum 
eft qui al eodem fignati, &c. 


it 
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it wou'd be no more a xi of His fideli- 
ty: than the like miſtake wou'd be in any 
other Hiſtorian, who might be impos'd upon, 
or miſ-informed about a Matter of Fact. 


S. 57. Here I ſhall leave off, believing my 

ſelf to have touch'd upon ſome of the 
moſt material Points in the Hiſtorical Pre- 
face. It was the Air of Aſſurance in that 
Gentleman's Writings that Obligd me to 
Examine into the Ground of it; how well 
I have ſucceeded do you judge for me, nor 
ſuffer your Friend, tho* He holds the Truth, 
to do it upon Reaſonings that cannot be 
Juſtified, &c. 
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Numb. I. ] 


A ſhort Extract out of St. John's 
Go oo” of the Fewiſh Notion of the 


Meſliah zn our Saviour Time. 


JOHN 1. 49. 

ABBI, thou art the Son of God, thou 
art the King of Iſrael. The Perſon of 
whom this was ſpoken, was Jeſus Chriſt, 
who is called by Axdrew, v. 41. The Meſſias ; 
and by Philip, v. 45. Him, of whom Moles in 
the Law and the Prophets did write, So that it 
is evident, the Meſſiah ſpoken of by Moſes and 
the Prophets, was according to the Doctrine 
of thoſe Times, The Son of God, and King of 
Iſrael. Which is confirmed Mat. 26. 63. where 
the High Prieſt adjures Jeſus to tell him, M he- 
ther he le the Chriſt the Son of God. And Luke 
23. 2. in which they accuſe him for ſaying, 
That he himſelf is Chriſt the Ring, that is, King 
of I/ra/ ; for ſo Pilate underſtood them, as ap- 
pears by his Queſtion put to Jeſus, v. 3. Art 
thou the King of the Jews? In both which 
Places, the Son of God and Ring of Iſrael are 
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uſed as the common explicatory Notions of 
the Meffras, or Chriſt. I vl con der the 
meaning of the Firſt of theſe Titles, Son of 
God, which I ſay imports more than an 
Adoptive Son. For if it does not, and tie 
whole Nation of the Jews were Adopive 
Sons; Why did Nathaniel give him this 1 tle 
on the Miracle he did, when he kne it 
elong'd to Him as a Jem before ? Or how 
could he deferve Death in claiming a Name, 
John xix. 7. which every few had a good 
Right to? Say we then, that it was under- 
ſtood in a more eminent Senſe, than could 
poſſibly be applied to a bare Jew. But what 
is that Senſe ? St. John will tell us, Chap v. 
where upon our Saviour's Saying, ver. 17. 
My. Father worketh "hitherto, and I work, the 
Jews ſought to kill him, becauſe he call'd 
God his proper Father, lies. iNov, wer, 8. 
which Woräs teach, us, that ttiey thought the 
Meſſias to he the Son of God in a Proper, 
not an Adoptive Senſe ; and that it waz 
Flaſphemy and Death for any Perſon beſides 
Him to u urp that Title; and that therefore 
Jeſus Chriſt taking to Himelf that Title, or 
calling God his Proper Father, when he was 
not} as they thought, the Perſon of the 
Meſſias, was, worthy of Death; concerning 

Which, ſce alſo Johnxix. 7. But if we would 
Turther knoiv what an Excellency of Natur 
Was believ'd by the Jews to be deriv'd to the 
Mefrab from tris teing the Proper Son of God | 
2. | the 


171 3 
the remaining Part of the 18th Verſe wilf tell 
us in theſe Words, making himſelf equal: with 
God, namely, an Equality with che Father. 
For except it had been the current Doctrine 
of thoſe Times, that the Meſiah as the Pro- 
per Son of God was equa/ to God; How 
could it have enter'd into the Hearts of the 
Jews to accuſe Jeſus for aſſuming an Eque- 
li to God, when He only afferted God zo 
be his Proper Father, or Himfelf the Meſfah ? 
Cor clude we then from Jewiſh Reaſonings of 
the firſt Age of Chriſtianity, that the MH. 
is the proper Son of God the Father, and equal 
with him; equal becaule proper; as the proper 
Off-ſpring of a Man is equa! with Hin in 
Nature. If then the proper Son, and equal 
with the Father, then God; for ſo according 
to the ſame Reaſonings is the Meſiah believ'd 
to be Chap. x. as will apptar trom what fol- 
lows: Chriſt ſays oi hitnſel', wer. 30. I and 
my Father are one. This imports two Things, 
1ſt, That he was the proper Son ot God; 
2dly, That as ſuch He was one with him; 
much the ſame that He was judg'd to mean 
Chap. v. 17, 18. which has been above ex- 
plain'd. Upon this Declai ation of his UVn/ty 
with the Father, they took up Stones to 
None him for Blaſphemy, ver. 3 1, 33. becav/e 
that He, being a Man, made himſelf God. 
Which Inference or Reaſoning does nag fup- 
pole that they were offended at H m for 
ſaying that the Meſiah or proper Son of God 

Was 
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was one with the Father, and conſequently 
God; but tor that He made himſolf the 
Meſſiah, or God the Sou, in ſaying, I and my 
Father are one, when, as they thought, He 
was a bare Man; and for which he was 


condemn'd by them at laſt, Matt. xxvi. 63, 


64, 65, 66. John xix. 7. ſo that the Premiſes 
convince us of two Things according to the 
Doctrine of thoſe Times, 1, That the Meſſiah 
was to be more than 4 meer Man; 2al, 
That he was God. For otherwiſe, ſince 
there are different Kinds of Unity, how 
could they have infer d from our Saviour's 
aſſerting himſelf to be the Son of God, 
and one with Him, that he made Himſelf 
God, except it had been a notorious Truth 
concerning the Meſiah, that He was in ſuch 
a Senſe the Son of God, and one with Him, 
as to be Himſelt God? Or how could it have 
been adjudg'd a Fault for a meer Man as 
ſuch to affirm of Himſelf the Prerogatives 
of the Meſſiah, except it had been known, 
that the Meſſiah was to be more than a meer 
Man? And indeed our Saviour's Apology ju- 
ſtifies this Reaſoning ; for he does not deny 
that the Conſequence of his Aſſertion makes 


Him to be God, but infers his Right to that 


Name by proving Himſelf the Sox, which 
would be no Argument, were it not an al- 


- 


low'd Truth that the Son of God was Him- 


ſelf God. His, Argumentation is thus ; If 


called 


Perſons inſtructed. by the Mord, are 
— 8 : Gods; 
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Gods ; much more am I, whom the Father 
has ſent, the Son of God? Which, as I obſerve, 
does not prove the Thing intended, his be- 
ing God, except it were a known Truth that 
the Son of God, or Meſſiah, was God. Upon 
which Suppoſition, the Reaſoning is compleat 
as follows ; if Perſons inſtructed by the Word, 
are in a certain Senſe Gods, becaule Adoptive 
Sons; much more I the Word am God, be- 
cauſe God's proper Son. And then He appeals 
to his Works for the Truth of his firſt Aſſer- 
tion, I and my Father are one, by ſay ing, be- 
lieve the Works, that ye may know, and telieve, 
that the Father is in me, and I in him, ver. 38. 
well, it is prov'd, ſome may fay, that the 
Son of God is God; but what is the God- 
head that you attribute to the Son? 1/, I 
ſay, that the Godhead attributed to the Son 
is as much ſuperiour to the Godhead ſpoken 
of bare Men, Pſal. Ixxxii. 1, 6. as the proper 
Son of God is ſuperiour to Adoptive Sons. 
24ly, If the Son of God be, as has been above 
proved, the proper Son of God, or of the ſame 
Eſſence with the Father, as the Term ſup- 
poſes ; (otherwiſe how could he be call'd pro- 
per?) And if He be equal and one with the 
Father, which muſt be underſtood in the high- 
eſt Senſe poſſible, as unavoidably following 
from the Excellency and Indiviſibility of the 
Divine Efſence ; Then will it follow that He 
is God in the trueſt and ſtricteſt Meaning of 
the Word. Which will help us, as a _ 
ther 
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ther Advantage af this Reaſaniog, to a right 
Concept on of the Diſlerence of Unions, mens 
tion d John xvii. bet a een the Father and Son, 
and. God and the Church. Which tho both 
poten of in the ame Terms, yet are as dif. 
erent., as the Perſons ars in Union with 
God, namely, the Union of the Son with 
the Father is proper and eſſential, becauſe the 
San is his proper and eſſential Son ; and the 
Union of the Church with God is an Union 
of Adoption, becaule the individual Members 
of the Church are AggNive Sons. The Sum 
of whar bas been {aid is this, that accord- 
igg to the Doctrine of the Jews in the firſt 
Age of Chriſt anity, the Meſſah was the 
proper San of God, «qua! and ene with God, 
and Himſelf God. And therefore Je/us, tho 
he did not exprefly take all theſe Titles, yet 
was charg*d with taking them, as the Con- 
ſequence of his call.ng Himſelf the Meſſiah, 
or Son af God. It is no wonder then, that 
Tamas convinc's by our Sayiour's Reſur- 
rection conſeſsd him to be the Meſiah in 
theſe ſolemn Words, wy Lord and my God, 
Jahn xx, 28. ior except rhe Reaſoning of the 
Age had taught Him ſo to do, how poſſi- 
bly could be have Pee to Him a Name, 

which in an inverted Order is given to the 
Sad of the Jews only, who is the one true 
God, Pſal. XXIV. 2 * Elahar Vadhanai, Heb. 
Q O46 ws x, ö e . lis, Sepr. queſtion: 
leſs the Doctrine then current, that Chril 
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Was God the Son, equal and one with God 
the Father, made Him give Him that Name 
as belonging to Him in Union with the 
Father. From all this it is evident, that the 
ſublime beginning of St. John's Goſpel, in 
the beginning was the Word, and the Word 
was with God, and the Word was God, &c. 
and the applying of it to the Perſon of 
the Mcfiah, was not the pure Effect of Evan- 
gelick Light, but was Jewiſh Doctrine con- 
firm'd by the Goſpel, and proved to be true 
of the Perſon of Jeſus the Son of Mary. 
The Conſequence of which is this, that when 
He tells his Readers, Chep. xx. ver. 3 r. that 
his Goſpel was written, that they might be- 
lieve, that Jeſus is the Son of God, He meant 
no leſs a Son thag who was the Word In- 
carnate, and with whom the above-menti- 
0n'd Perfections agree; otherwiſe the End 
of his Goſpel would bear no juſt Propor- 
tion to the Delign and Greatneſs ot the Be- 
ginning. Agreeably to which, when J:ſus 
ſzid to the Man, to whom He had given 
light, Dojt thou believe on the Sow of God, 
Chap. ix. 35. He meant Son of God as then 
underſtood ; namely, the Word Incarnate, Loth 
Lord and God : as may probably be inferr'd 
from the Man's worſhipping Him, ver. 38. 


M Numb. 
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Numb. II.] 


That the Son of God is ò Ot; 6 nave 


7 
x N . 


ISAIAH vi. 1, 2, 3. 


AS theſe Words, I ſaw the Lord fitting 

upon 4 Throne —— above it ſtood the 
Seraphims —— and one cryed to another, Hoh, 
Holy, Hoh, Lord of Hoſts. In theſe Words 
two Things fhall be enquir'd into, 1/f, The 
Meaning of the Terms, Lord of Hoſts. adh, 
The Perfon to whom the Doxology is apply'd. 
The term Lord is in the Original Jehovah, 
in the Sept. Kd , the moſt ſacred and glo- 
rious Name of God, exprefling, according 
to Jewiſh Conjecture, the Neceſlity of his Be- 
ing, and ſuch perhaps as cannot be prov'd 
in any Senſe to have been communicated 
to another. Of Hefts is the rendring of 
Tzebhaoth, which tho' the Sept. keep in their 
Tranllatioa of this Place, writing it ozSau9, 
yet do they- in many other Places interpret 
it by r T, and in Amos ix. 5. by 
6 Oess 6 rarſorga rug; which latter I take 
to be its ful] Meaning here, as will appear 
if compar'd with Rev. iv. 8. where the ſame 
Doxology is us'd by the Seraphim to the 
Perſon ſitting on the Throne, with this Va- 


riation only from the Sept. that inſtead of 
5 | g S- 
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, St. John gives us the Greek rendriog 
of it as it is found in the aboyecited Place 
of Amos, ò Og 6 ra e The Mean» 
ing then of the Terms being thus explain'd, .. 
it will be no difficulty to find out the Per- 
ſon to whom They belong, if we compare 
the Viſion of Jaiab with Jahn xii. 41. where 
after citing the roth Verſe of the above aid 
Chapter of Iſaiah the Evangeliſt ſubjoy ns, 
Theſe Things ſaid Elaias, when he ſaw his Glory, 
and ſpate of Him, meaning by, Him, Jeſus, 
the Perſon ſpoken of wer. 37. and on occa- 
fion of whole ill Reception among the Jews 
He makes that digreſſive Reflection taken 
out of the Prophet 1/aiah. Hence then it is 
evident that the Son of God is 6 Oedg ò nav- 
ſex gd Tg. 
Again; Aych. xii, 10. it is written, They 
ſhall look on me whom they have pierced. The 
Perſon pierced was Chrift Jeſus, John xix. 
34, 37. the Perſon therefore ſpeaking of him- 
ſelf as pierced was Chriſt Jeſus; but this 
Perſon, who ſpeaks of himſelf as picrced, 
is call'd wer. 5. the Lord of Hoſts their God, 
% Kueip mevlouperet Ow de, Sept. and 
Chap. Xiit. ver. 2, the Lord of Hoſts, Kupico 
o, for the ſame Divine Perſon conti- + 4 
\ 
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nues to ſpeak in both Places; therefore the 
Son is 6 Ott 6 'mavloxexrwe. It is true in- 
r I deed 6 td; 6 Tevloxezrwe ſeems to be ap- 

Cc I Plied to the Father only in the Revelations 

e of St. John, and that ſometimes as He is 

4 | M 2 diſtin- 
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dittinguſh'd from the Son both in the Cha- 


racter of Lamb, Rev. iv. 8. and v. 6, 7. and 


of Word of God, Chap. xix. 13, 15. But it 
may be anſwered, that there are certain At- 
tributes, which, tho' in common to the whole 
Trinity, yet ſeem expreſſive of one Perſon 
more than another; as for inſtance, Miſdon 


is the diſtinguiſhing Attribute of the Perſon 


of the Son, who is call'd the M iſdom of God, 
Luke xi. 49. Prov. viii. 1, 22. compar'd with 
Rev. iii. 14. and yet, notwithſtanding that, 
the Father is wiſe, Rom. xvi. 27. fo Power 
expreſs'd by mevlopzro2 may be the diſtin- 


guiſhing Attribute of the Father, and yet 


| wu 
| T5 
Hop. 


not excluſive of the Perſon of the Son, as 
has been above proved. 
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Numb. III. 


That the Sou is not excluded from 
the Godbead by the Father. 


** . 
r 2 - 


JoHN xvil. z. 


TO HAT they might know thee the only 
* | 7ruce God, + wor aArfuty Ov, and 
Jeſus Chriſt whom thou haſt ſent. A Ane 
©; is in the 0% Teſtament the rendring of 
Eiohei Emeth, 2 Chr. xv. 3. and Elobei Amen, 
Ifa. Ixv. 16. that is, the God of Truth. 1 
ON * W RIC 
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which Name He is oppoſed to Idols, men- 
tion'd in the 8th Verſe of the former Chap- 
ter, and in the 11th Verſe of the latter; and 
allo in the New Teſtament, 1 Theſſ. i. 9. So 
that the Mind of the Expreſſion ſeems to be 
this, the God, who is originally and eſſentially 
True, or original and eſſential Truth, which 
He diſcovers to 'the World by his Word and 
Prom ſes, and fulfills by his Works, ſo far as 
He thinks fit to communicate it to them; 
none of which Perfections either Idols or De- 
vils can lay claim too; for tho' the latter 
were once in the Truth, yet was it not an 
eſſential Attribute, otherwile they could ne- 
ver have loſt, nor by that lo's have readred* 
themſelves uncapable both of ſpeaking and do- 
ing it, John viii. 44. The Term, only, ex- 
cludes all Idols and Devils from having any · 
ſhare in the Name of the God ef Truth, to 
whom this Name, as I have obſerved, is par- 
ticularly oppoſed: And tho? there are other 
Beings equally uncapable of that glorious 
Name, yet does not the excluſive Proportion 
ſe:m to be intended to affect them, as be- 
ing an aſſerting of God's Right not againſt 
the dutiful, but rebellious Creatures, who ei- 


ther uſurp it themſelves, or ignorantly and. 
fooliſhly Attribute it to others. So that the 


true and full Meaning of the Terms, the 
only true God, is, according to the preceding 
Explanation, the eſſential Truth of the Divi- 
nity of the Father, aſſerted by the Son in Op- 

Bot poſition 
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poſition to, and Excluſive of, Idols and De- 
vils, and any other Beings reducible to them. 
Having thus ſhewn who are excluded by the 
above-mentioned Terms, I proceed to demon- 
ſtrate who is not excluded. And here I think 
it may be laid down for a certain Truth, that 
the Son in calling the Father the ozly true God, 
did not intend to exclude Himſelf. For, be- 
ſides what has been above-ſaid concerning 
the true ſcriptural Meaning of thoſe Terms, 
eſpecially of the Relative one only, we may 


argue thus, if the Perſon of the Father be the 


only true God excluſive of the Son, how can 
it be {aid that the Son is the true God ? but 
the Son is ſaid to be the true God, 1 John 
v. 20. and Revel. viii. 14. where He is named 
6 *Awyy which ſeems to be much the ſame 
with Elohei Amen, the God of Truth, Iſa. Ixv. 16. 
Therefore the Term only is not excluſive of the 
Perſon of the Son. Again, 5 Oels wr, the 
only God, is (poken of the Glory ſitting between 


Glory is that of the Father, Revel. iv. and v. 
and of the Son, J. vi. 3: compared with 
John xii. 41. Therefore, 6 Oct; Av, the only 
God, is ſpoken of the Father and Son toge- 
ther. For the Glory being but one, the Terms 
given to it muſt entirely belong to that one 
Glory, excepting where Circumſtances con- 
cur, that determine them to the Glory either 
as Paternal or Filial. After the ſame, Man- 
ner as only in the former Propoſition. — be 
0111.0. under- 


the Cherubims, 2 Kings xix. 15, 19. This 


[8] 


underſtood one in the following, 1 Cor. viii. 6. % 
But to us there is but one God the Fat her, 
namely, in oppoſition to Idols, not to any 
Perſonal Subſiſtence in the Godhead befides 
that of the Father ; it being evident that oze 4 
God is oppoſed to Idols, wer. 4. and to the 
many Gods of the Heathens, ver. 5. for if the 
Word is God, John i. 1. and God is one, then 
the Word muſt be included in the Unity of 
the Godhead ; otherwiſe there muſt be Two 
Gods apainſt the expreſs Letter of the 0/4 
and New Teſtament. Deut. vi. 4. 1 Tim. ii. 5, 
ſo that one God the Father does not exclude 
the Son from the Godhead, it being un- 
doubtedly true that the oze God is Father, 
and alſo true that the ſame God is Son, the 
Father and Son being comprehended in th 
{ame Godhead. | k 
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Numb. IV.] 


n 
' B Of the Eternity of the Son of God, 
s | and his Unity with the Father. 


ISAIAH Xu 10. 


„ HA ye may underſtand that I am Fe; 
e Before me there was no God form d, nei- 


ther ſhall there be after me. The Importance 
of the Terms, I am He, anis Heu, Heb. 27 


9 
61s, 


A 
to 
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We eu, Sept, will be beſt underſtood by con- 


faderiog, 1, The Argument, which God 
«makes uſe of to prove them proper to Him- 
felf. 2dly, The ſynonymous Words ſubſti- 
tuted in their Place, and explanatory of them, 
1ſt, The Argument us'd by God to prove the 
Terms, I am He, to be proper to Himſelf, 
is his er for having reproached the 
Idols, v. 8, 9. with their Ignorance of Things 
paſt, and Things to come, propheſyed of in 
the beginning of this Chapter, the Know- 
ledge of which would have proved them to 
have been God, Elohiim, Chap. xli. 22, 23. 
He appeals to the Church for his Know- 
ledge of them, as a ground of their Belief 
of his being the true God, which is the Mean: 
ing of the Words I a He; as will appear, 
adh, By conſidering the ſynonymous Terms 

ur in their Place, and explanatory of them, 
Of which the Firſt is, J, I am the Lord, or 
Jehovah, ver. 11. where anochii is inſtead of 
anii, and Fehovah of Hes, and will be {ound, 
if compared with the preceding Verſe, to be 
a Repetition and Confirmation of the Propo- 
ſition, I am He. Again, ver. 12. from the 
ſame Way of Reaſoning, namely, from his 
Knowledge, with the additional mention of 
his Power, He makes this Concluſion, There | 
fore ye (the Church) are my Witneſſes that l f. 
am God, El. Where the Term El is put in Rh 
the Place of Hen; and then as He confirm'd us 


above the Truth of the Expreſſion 7 4 
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He, ver. 10. by the Terms, I, I am the Lord, 


ver. 11. ſo here He confirms the Truth of 
the Aſſertion, I am God, by a Repetition of 
the Terms, I am He, ſubjcyning immediately 
ver. 13. yea, before the Day was, Iam He. All 
which imports that Heu, Jehovah, and El, 
are Terms of the ſame Force ; which is ſtill 
more evident, becauſe the Sept. render El in 
Pal. xc. 2. as they do He here, by the Verb 
wt. After the ſame manner does God in 
other Places of this Prophet, from his Know- 


ledge of Things paſt and Things to come, 


and from the Works of his Providence, 'ap- 
ply to Himſelf the Words I am He, as Chap. xli. 
4. and Xlviit. 3 5, 6, 7, 12. Proceed we 
now to the remaining Part of the Verſe, be- 


fore me there was no God (El) form'd, neither 


ſhall there be after me. The Word form'd is 
rendered by the Sept. tare, and ſignifies no 
more than was, that is, 20 God was before 
me, which with the following Words is of the 
ſame Senſe with I am the Firſt and the Laſt, 
which are found joyn'd with 1 am He, Chap. 
Ali. 4. and xlviii. 12. and may be looked upon 
as a larger Explication of that Name. See 
P/al. cii. 27. If then theſe Words, before me 
there was no God, El, neither ſhall there be Cl 
ter me, are to be underſtood of God the Fa- 
ther, and the Son be God, El, as is evident 
from Scripture, then the Son cou'd not begin 
to exiſt after the Father ; for otherwiſe there 
wou'd be 4 God after God the Father, But if 

N they 
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; they are to be under ſtood of the Son, as I 


ſhall ſhew the Names to be attributed to 
Him; then will it. equally follow, that He 
always coexiſted with the Father, otherwiſe 
there vas Cod before Him, which is contra- 
y to the Text. Now that all the above. 
entioned Names belong to the Son, and 
upon that Account prove Him to be Subſtan- 
tially one with the Father, will appear from 
John xiii. 19. where He app'ies the Terms 
2% cu to Himſelt, and makes his forete!- 
ling Things to come, as God does in the 
bove · citeq Propheſies, to be the ground of 
his Diſciples acknowledging Him to be ſuch: 
The Words are theſe, Vom I tell you before 
it comes; that when it is come to paſs, ye may 
believe that I am He, tyw cw. Now the 
Term d being the rendring of Hea and Fl 
according to the Sept. it will follow that both 
thoſe Names belong to the Son; and if choke 
Names, then the ſynonymous and explana- 
tory ones, Jehovah, and the Firſt, and the 
Laſt, as may be proved from the following 
Places of Scripture, Heb. i. 10, 12. compatr'd 
with P/al. cii. 24, 28. in the Original. Numb. 
Xi. 6, 7. compared with 1 Cor. x. 9. Rev. 1, 
11, 17. If then the ſame Names agree to 
Father and Son, we may conclude the ſame 
Nature to do ſo, For Names being inſtitu- 
ted to ſignify ſo far as poſſible the Nature 
of Things, where the ſame Names are uſed 


they muſt be underſtood to mean the fame 
EY Things, 
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Things, unleſs it can be clearly and un- 
doubtedly made out that they are not made 
uſe of in an Univocal Senſe. * 


ä 
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[ Numb. V.] 
That the Father and Son are One. 


DE u r. vi. 4. 


EHOVAH our God, Eloheinu, Jehovah 
is ove, That the Names Jehovah and 
Elohiim belong to God the Father; and that 
God the Father was the God of the Jews, can- 
not be queſtion'd by any that are acquainted 
with the Scripture, That they belong allo 
to God the Son, and that God the Son was the 
God of the Fews, ſhall be proved from what 
follows. It is recorded Numb. xxi. 5. That 
the People ſpake againſt God, Belohiim, and 
againſt Moſes; ſo that they were puniſh'd 
with fiery Serpents. And that, in the Con- 
feſſion of their Sin, they ſaid, wer. 7, We 
have ſpoken againſt the Lord, Baihovah, and 
againſt 'Thee. Here it is plain that the ſame 
Perſon is call'd Elohiim and Jehovah; and 
alſo that this E/ohiim and Fehovah was the 
Lord God of the Jews, being acknowledg'd 
for ſuch by Moſes in his Interceſſion for the 
People, ibid, But this Divine Perſon is ſup- 
N 2 D posd 
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pos d by the Apoſtle to be the Son of God in 
the following Words, x Cor. x. 9. Neither let 
us tempt Chriſt as ſome of them alſo tempted, 
and were deſtroyed of Serpents : For there is 
no other Temptation puniſh'd by Serpents 
recorded in Scripture, to which the Apoſtle's 
Words can be applied, but that in the above- 
mention'd Place of Numbers. Therefore it 
follows the Son no leſs than the Father is the 
Jehovah Elobiim of the Jews. If then the 
Fehovah Elohiim of the Jews be but One, as 
the Text out of Deuteronony aſſerts, it will 
follow that the Father and Son, who are 
both called by that Name, can be but Ore, 
that is, one Divine Subſtance, tho? different 
Perſons ; otherwiſe Jehovah their God wou'd 
be Two Gods. | 
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[ Numb. VI. ] 
That Chrift is the Living God. 


REveL. i. 17, 18. . 


Jun the Firſt, and the Laſt: I am He thit 
þ Liveth, and was Dead; and behold, I an 
Alive for evermore. This is our rendring, 
and I think to the great Detriment of the 
Text, which in the Original runs thus, 
fy £4144 od TEw70, #, 6 s glos, x, 6 Gov, 2 Hat 
wo | 1 


J OG. WY SU ROW 


3 [ 93 ] 
Vun vexegs, #, ds Cav eu & Th; dib g 
7% avevw, that is, 1 am the Firſt, and the 
Laſt, and the Living : and I was Dead, and 
behold I am Alive for evermore. This read- 
ing is Confirmed by the Old Vulgar Latin 
Verſion, Ego ſum primus, et noviſſimus, et vi- 
vus; et fut mortuus, et Ecce ſum vivens in 


ſecula ſeculorum; and by ſome of the beſt 


Greek Editions, which place the point after 
6 Cav and is more agreeable to the Genius 
of the Language, which wou'd require &u} 
after 2» as it is placed in the Words following, 
if it were not a Joynt predicate with Ter; 
and fgerc ; for let it be ſuppoſed that it 
refers not to the preceeding but the follow- 
ing Words, then will it import no more 
than the Terms Ws C aw in the ſame 
Verſe, and be equally oppos'd with them to 
r) ve ge, and both ſignify the ſame 
thing : Namely, His being Alive from the 
Death of the Croſs thro* the Reſurrection 
of the Body, which wou'd 1ntroduce an 
unneceſſary Repetition of the Term &; but 
if Cy be United with the preceeding Terms, 
and is a Joynt Predicate with them, then 
will it belong to Chriſt in the ſame re- 
ſpect, in which Firſt and Laſt do, that is, 
in reſpect of His Divinity, and not of His 
Humanity as Riſen from the Dead; it will 
be an abſolute Attribute expreſſing His Eſſen- 
tial Life ; and not a Relative One regard- 
ing His Reſurrection from the Grave $ 1 

whic 
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which Senſe, Arethas . underſtands it in, His 
Comment. on the Place, who brings in our 
Saviour ſpeaking theſe Comfortable Words 
to St. Joby upon his fainting at tha Viſion, 
How is it poſſible for you to ſuffer any. Evil 
from my appearing to you? for if I am He why 
Lives, aud am the Fountain of Life; and if 1 
was alſo Dead for your ſakes, and Lived again 
after I bad trampled upon Death, how 1s it 
paſſible that you, who are Alive, ſhowd Lecome 
Dead thro Me and my appearing to? Con- 
clude we then from theſe Premiſſes, that 
5 C belongs to the preceeding Sentence, 
and don't begin a New One, and that Chriſt 
as 6 Cav is the Living God; for if it be true, 
as undoubtedly it is, what He ſays of Him- 
ſelf, 1 am the Firſt and the Laſt and the Liv. 
ing One, and if the Term 6 Zo» the Living 
One be the Name of God, as God Declares 
it to be Numb. 14. 21. according to the Sept. 
the Living One is my Name, 2 e To Gu 
Au, then is Chriſt according to the plain 
and expreſs Letter of Scripture the Living 


God. | 
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" am the Way: For the better Underſtanding 
this Expreſſion we muſt have recour 

to Exod, xxxiii. 13, where are theſe Words, 
Shew mie now thy Way, that T may know thee. 


The occafion of which is as follows, 1/razf 


had made a Calf while Moſes was in ths 
Mount receiving the Law, and Worſhipped 
it as the God who brought them out of E- 
pt. Upon this Apoſtary God tells His People 
by His Servant | Moſes, I will not go up in the 
midſt of Thee, for thou art a Stiff-necked Peo- 
ple ; leſt I Conſume thee in the Way, c. xxxiii. 3. 
which according to God's Infinite Mercy, 
that Triumphs over Judgment, meant no 
more than this, that their Obſtinacy and Re- 


bellion, wou'd not ſuffer Him to go before 


them in the Way of Righteouſnefs as a Jex-" 


lous God, leſt He ſhou'd be provoked to De- 


ſtroy them; for in that Character, the Firſt 
in His Name, Exod. xx. 5. He had hitherto 
led them, but that He wou'd go with them 
after a New manner, and by a New Name, 
in which Mercy and Grace ſhou'd be the Firſt 
Attributes ; and this New Manifeſtation _ 

calls 


| 
| 


| is. 
calls His Angel, v. 2. The People diſcou- 
rag'd by their Sin, and a Senſe of their De- 
merit, received the Meſſage in its Harſheſt 
meaning, and were all in Mourning on the 
Sad Expectation of God's Perſonal forſaking 
them; which with a Second Meſſage and 
Threatning Exhortation to a ſpeedy Repen- 
tance put them into the State of the deepeſt 
Humility, that God might know what to do un- 
to them, v. 5. or, that mov'd by their Hu- 
mility and His own Pity. He might deter- 
mine to proceed with them in the Way of 
Mercy and not of His Judgments, in this 
Juncture Moſes leaves the Congregation, and 
goes to the Tabernacle, He had puched with. 
out the Camp, to meet the Lord; who 
ſhews himſelf propitious to the Penitent Peo- 
ple, and promiſes to Conduct them after 2 
New manner, or by a New Name and Mani 
feſtation of His Godhead, that ſhou'd be 
adapted to the meaſure of their preſent Infir- 
mities, as ſhall be particularly conſidered in 
what follows, v. 12. Moſes ſays unto the Lord, 
ſee, thou ſayeſt unto me, bring up this People: 
and thou haſt not let me know whom thou wit 
fend with me, that is, who the Angel was, 
whom He had promiſed to ſend before. Him, 
v. 2. ſpew me now, or, let me know, thy Wy, 
V. 13. that is the Ange!, whom He had de- 
termined to ſend, Which Term V the 
Stepuagint render by cri thy ſelf, reach- 
ing us thereby that no leſs a Being than the 
true 
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true God, was underſtood by the Way and 
Angel, which ſeems to be confirm'd by the 
following Words, that I may know Thee, 
as if the Way was ſo much God Himſelf, 
that the knowing it, was knowing God. In 


Anſwer to this Petition, Jehovah ſays to Moſes, 


v. 14. My Preſence ſhall go with thee, that is, 
I my ſelf, for the Septuagint as they render 
Way by ozzu/ltv, thy ſelf, ſo do they Preſence 
by avs, 1 my ſelf, which ſhews that they 
both . ſignify the ſame thing, Namely, the 
true God ; and is probably confirmed by the 
following Expreſſion, I will give thee reſt, as 
if Preſence, and 1, were Identical Terms. Upon 
this gracious Declaration Moſes replys, v.15, 
16, If thy Preſence, 415; ov, Sept. Thou thy 
ſelf, go not with Me, carry us not up hence; 
for wherein ſhall it be known here, that I and 
thy People have found Grace in thy ſight ? is it 
not in that Thou goeſt with us? where the 
Terms thy Preſence go, v. 15. are explained 
by thou goeſt v. 16. and the Septuagint Inter- 
pretation is juſtified which renders * by 
thou thy ſelf. If then the Argel be the Way, 
and the Way the Preſence, and both Way and 
Preſence be Jehovah Himſelf, then will it fol- 
low that the Angel of His Preſence mentioned 
Ia. Ixiii. 9. is the God Jehovah. But to return 
to Moſes, and his Conference with Jehovah, 
I beſeech thee, ſays He, v. 18. ſhew me thy 
Glory, crab thy ſelf, Sept. the ſame Petition 
with that in v. 13. ſbew me thy Way, _— 
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Goodneſs Glory, as is evident both from the 
Sept. who render it by n SEN, and alſo from 


ver. 22. in which Glory is put for Goodneſs in 
theſe Words, While my Glory paſſeth by; and a 


Frtle after J, or Jehovah, for them both in 
thefe Words, While I paſs by, So that Good. 


nes and — one with Jehovah ; for thus 
is it expreſſ 


rd before Him. Which, while it ſhou'd 


oing, God promi es to proclaim the Name of 


Jehovah .Zefore Mofes, Chap: xxxiii. 19. that 


is, the Nature of the Glory or Divine Mani- 
feſtation that was to paſs before Him, and 


is called Jehovah ; which Name is as follows, 


I will be gracious to whom I will be gracious, &c. 


or as it is more fully explain'd, Chap. xxxiv. 6. 
ehovah, Fehovah, the merciful aud gracious 


God, Long-ſuffering, and abundant in Goodneſ? 


and Truth, &c. ſignifying that this new man- 
ner of Divine Manifeſtation, called the Way, 


Preſence, and Glory, was no other than Jehovah 


himſelf going before them in his Attribute of 
Gooaneſs ; in oppoſition to his former lead- 
ing them in the Way of Righteouſneſs, or Ju- 
ice. And therefore Mofes lays hold on God 
in this New Name as the beſt Guide for an 
obſtinate People, faying, wer. 9. If now I have 
found Grace in thy fight, O Lord, let my Lora, 
I pray thee, go among ſt us, (for it is a ſtiff- 


nec fed 


by which it is plain that Way and Glory are 
the ſame. And God ſaid, wer. 19. Iwill make 
all my Goodneſi peſi before Thee, meaning by 


, Chap. xxxiv. 6. Jehovah paſſed 
be 
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nec ken People) and pardon our Intquity, and our 
Sin, and ate us for thine Inheritance, But ta 
return to Chap. xxxiu. upon Meſes's beſeech- 
ing God to ſne him his Gπννν God tells Him, 
ver. 20. Thon canſt not ſee my Fite, underſtand: 
ing by Face, Glory; for there ſhall no Man ſee 
ne and live, calling that, Me or Himſelf, 
which before he had named his Face. All 
which ſhews, that Angel, Way, Preſence, Glo- 
ry, Goodneſs, Name, and Jehovah, or God him- 
4 are Words of the ſame Meaning, expreſ- 
ſing one and the ſame Divine Perſon: But 
Tel Chriſt is the Way according to John x v. 6. 
I am the Way. Therefore Jeſus Chriſt is the 
Angel, Preſence, Glory, Goodneſs, Name of God, 
and Je hovah or God himſelf ; that is, Heis the 
Angel of the new Covenant, or God himſelf 
leading his People in his Mercy and Love to 
eternal Happineſs. For can it be ſuppoſed, 
that the Way of God to the Jews in an inferior 
Diſpenſation ſhou'd be more excellent than 
the Way of God to the Chriſtians in a Su- 
perior ? Or that God himſelf ſhou'd be the 
Way to the Jews in leading them to Canan, 
and not be the Hay to the Chriſtians in lead- 
ing them to Heaven? Wou'd not this be to 
give the Advantage to the Type above the 
Antitype, and to honour the Shadows more 
than the Subſtance. Conclude we then that 
jeſus Chriſt, in calling himſelf the Way, de- 
clared himſelf to be Jehovah the True God. 
And indeed the Name Way was known ſo 
: O 2 well 
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well to be Divine, that the very Tdolaters 
us' dit for the Name God, giving it to their 
Idols or Demons, as is evident from their man- 
ner of Swearing recorded, Amos viii. 14. The 
Way of Beerſheba '/iveth, which Term Way, 
is rendred by 5 Oꝛôs, Sept. and is undoubtedly 
of the ſame Meaning ; as further appears from 
its being joined with this other Oath, Th 
God, O Dan, liveth. So that tho? they erred 
m applying it, as they did the Term' God, 
to their falſe Deities 3 yet they were right in 
ſubſticuting in the Place of the Name God. 


n WI 
Chrift proved to be God from the in. 


communicable Names attributed 
to Him. 


HE B. i. 10, 11, 12. 


+ HOU, Lord, in the teginning haſt lait 
. the Faundation of the Earth; and tht 
Heavens are the Works of thine Hands. The) 
ſball periſh, but thou remuineſt : And they il 
ſhall wax old as doth a Garment \, and as 4 Ve 
Pure ſhalt thou fold them up, and they ſball it 
changed: But thaw art the ſame, and thy Tear 
ſball not fail. This is a Citation out of PA 
102: and is apply d by the Author of this 
Epiſtle to Chriſt ; ang teaches us what a No- 
oh tion 
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tion He had of his Perſon ; which 1 ſhal 


endeavour to find out in the following Ob- 
ſervations and Enquiries. It is to be remark'd 
that the Terms, Thou Lord, ov Re, are not 


in the Hebrew, tho they are in the Sept. v. 25. 
and therefore it cannot be infallibly aſſerted 


of what Name of God it is the rendring. But 
if we look backward to ver. 1 2. of the ſame 


P/alm, we ſhall find the ſame Terms od Ke, 
Sept, to be the rendring of YT! FR; which 
makes it probable that the "Tranſlators read 
them in their Hebrew Copy, ver. 15. tho? 
omitted in ours: Or reprated oy Kd, as 


above underſtood, for clearneſs fake ; which 


if it be a juſt Conjecture, then thus much 
is already evident, that the Author of the 
Epiltle believed Jeſus Chriſt, of whom He 
ſpeaks theſe Words, to be Jehovah. But to 
know his Mind more fully, let us examine 
into the whole Pam, in which we ſhall- 
find but one Divine Being or Object addreſ- 
ſed to, and ſpoken of by the Pſalmiſt; who 
is call'd Jehovah, Jah, Eli, Hu. Concerning 
which Names two Enquiries may be made, 
1/, What they may import; 24%, Whether 
they be ſo proper to the Great God as to be 
Incommunicable to another. As for the Im- 

rtance of the Name Fehovah, it may be 


learnt from Exod. iii. 14, 15. Where in anſ- 


wer to Moſes's Queſtion, what he ſhould ſay 
to the Hebrews, if they ſhou'd enquire after 


the Name of Him who ſent him, He bids 


him 


* : T a 2 * 2 2 — 4 * ? 4 l * f ; * * * > &” " * on 4 —* aha " * 
F "a - > : XI % Ws + - «7 N * * — * * "a * * 
. = * ol ' . — 1 , AR * 
0 ”" 7 9 = : - 
* 1 


him to ſay to them, I am, Ehjeh, 77eb. 5 di, 
Sept. hath ſent me unto you ; that is, Being it ſelf, 
as the Name, by which He wou'd be known, 
And he repeats it again in theſe Terms, Thus 
ſhalt thou ſay to them, Jehovah — hath ſent 
me unto you; This is my Name for ever, and 
this is my memorial unto all Generations. Where 
it is plain that Jehovah is of the ſame Im- 
port with J am; otherwiſe if I am be the 
Name, by which He wou'd be known to 
Iſrael, and Jehoush, be of a different Mean- 
ing from I am, how can Jehovah be ſaid to 
be the Name, by which He wou'd be known 
to them for ever? Let this then be concluded 
upon, that Jehovah and I am, are of the ſame 


Import, and expreſs God as He is Being, and 


by Conſequence, as 6 do, , 5 fy, 1 6 fey 
—_ oe different Conſiderations of Dita. 
tion belonging to Being, as it is neceſſary and 
eternal. The ſame Concluſion might be 
drawn from the Roots, Tenſes, and Compo- 
ſition of the Names. It 1s true indeed that 
to Jehovah is ſubjoyned the God of your Fathers, 
the God of Abraham, the God of Iſaac, and 
the God of Jacob. But this is no Explication 
of Jehovah as it expreſſes the Divine Eſſence, 
or Being; for God as ſuch was from all 
Eternity before ever Abraham, Iſaac, and 
Jacob were Created ; but it only ſhews, that 
this neceſſary and eternal Being, ſignified by 
«the Name Jehovah, was He, who appeared 
to their Fathers, gave them the T_— 
an 
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and came now to fulfil them in their Poſte? 
rity ; and this in oppoſition to pretended 
Deities or Idols, who are called Wothings, 
1 Chron. xvi. 26. for all the Gods of the People 
are Nothings, Do, who make indeed Pro- 
miles, but are not to be depended upon for 
the fulfilling of them. It is alſo ſaid, 1/a.” 
xlvii. 4. that Jehovah Tzebhaoth is his Name, 
not upon the Account of Tzebhaoth, which 
is a Relative, not Eſſential, Explication of Je- 
hovah, for he was Being before ever the Hoſts 
of Heaven were created; but in reſpect of 
Jehovah, which is abſolutely and ſimply by 
it ſelf called the Name of God, Exod. vi. 3.** 
XV. 3. And his Name for ever, Pſal. cxxxv. 
13. And his Memorial, Hoſ. xii. 5. And his 
Memorial to Generation and Generation, Pſal. 
XXV. 13. And therefore, Hof. xii. 5. when 
the Prophet ſays, Jehovah, the God of Hoſts, 
He cuts off the Relative Expreſſion God of 
Hoſts, as no part of his Eſſential Name; 
and ſays only, Jehovah, is his Memorial. Of 
the ſame Signification is Jah, the Contraction 
of Jehovah, which is called his Name, P/a/. 
viii. 4. as meaning the fame Thing in lit- 
tle with Jehovah. Of the ſame Moment is 
alſo wn, the Letters being the ſame, or of 
the ſame Force and Organ with the Radi- 
cals' of Fhjeh, and Jehovah; and expreſſes 
Being, or, that which is, like them, as is 
evident from Job xxxvii 6. where NV] of the 
ame Radicals ſignifies Fe thovw. And Eccleſ, 
3% 
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xi. 3. in which , the Third Perſon future 
ſtands for it ſhall be. Theſe Names, which 
are indeed one and the {ame differently hrought 
forth, expreſs the Eſſence. of the Godhead, 
ſo far as it can be comprehended by Man, 
under the Notion of Being. But it is 
«otherwiſe with Eli which rather ſignifys the 
Godhead 1a its Attribute of Strength, than in 
its whole Eſſence or Being; and therefore E. 
is communicated to others, Pſal. Ixxxii. 1. tho 
being here in the Company of the Eſſential 
Names, it is limited to the Great God. Ha- 
ving thus conſidered the Importance of 
the Names, proceed we to the ſecond En- 
quiry, whether they be ſo proper to the Great 
God, as to be incommunicable to another, 
#T here is no Diſpute about the Term E, 
which is granted and proved to be Commu- 
nicable; tho* with the affix of the Firſt Per- 
fon it ſeems never to have been given to 
any but the'True God, excepting by Idolaters, 
as Iſa. xliv. 17. and therefore Eli may be 
reckoned among the Incommunicable Names. 
However the chief Proof ſhall turn upon 
Jehovah, which, if it appears to be incom- 
municable, concludes for it ſelf, and the Two 
others, 7ah and Hu. In order to which we 
--mult- have recourſe to Exod. iii. 15, which 
ſays of Jehovah, This is my Name for ever, 
and this is my Memorial unto all Generations 
That is, God will ever be known to his 
People, and be. diſtinguifh'd and e 
* y 
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by the Name Jehovah. If then Jehovah be 
the Name appointed of God to put his Peo- 
ple always in mind of Him, how can it be 
communicated to another without loſing the 
End of its Primitive Inſtitution? ſince ſuch 
a Communication muſt repreſent ſome other 
Being no leſs than the True God, and render 
it impoſſible for us to diſcern which of the 
Two is meant, by any other ways than from 
the Circumſtances of the Expreſſion; which 
Circumſtances wou'd qualify any other Term 
for the Name of Diſtinction, as well as Je- 
bod ah; and make the latter no more a Me- 
morial of the True God without its indivi- 
dualizing Circumſtances, than any other Name 
of a common Signification 3 which is contrary 
to the expreſs Letter of Scripture as above- 
cited, which: affirms of Jehovah alone, that 
it is his Name and Memorial. Conclude we 
then with Scripture that Fehovah, and con- 
ſequently Jah and Z#, are incommunicable 
Names. If then but one Divine Being or 
Object is addrefſed to, and ſpoken of, in 
Pſal. cit. as is evident to any who reads it; 
if that one Divine Being is called in the ſame 
Pſalm by the Names of Jehovah, Jah, Eli, 
Hu; and if that one Divine Being be Chriſt, 
as is evident from the Application of Part of 
this Pſalm by the Author of the Hebrems to 
the Perſon of the Chriſt ; then is Chriſt, Je- 
hovah, Jah, &c. that is, the True God, and 
Being it ſelf, whoſe everlaſting and income 
5 P municable 
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municable Name and Memorial He bears; 
And indeed were we confined to the very 
Words cited in the Zebrews, there is enough 
in them to convince us, that the Being ad- 
dreſs'd to, is the True God. For if the one 
and eternal God be the Creator of Heaven and 
Earth, u hat Perſon unacquainted with the 
Arian Controverſy wou'd not underſtand, v. o. 
Thou Lord, in the beginning, & c. Of this one 
and eternal God the Creator? There being 
no Marks in the whole Context to direct 
Him to any other Being. Or if the Terms 
are to be underſtood of another Being, what 
ſtronger Expreſſion can be found out in re- 
lation to the Creation throughout the whole 
Bible, by which He may be aſſured that not 
another Being but the one True God is in- 
tended by them? Again, the Immutability of 
the Perſon called Lord is taught us in the 
11th and 12th Verles, in oppoſition to the 
Mutability of the Creation ; and that for this 
Reaſon, becauſe He is Being it ſelf, expreſſed 
in theſe Words, But thou art the ſame, or 
rather, Thou art He, d TW) if then He be 
Being it ſelf, and eſſentially Immutable, then 
is He the one neceſſary God ; but this is un- 
der{tood of the Perſon of Chriſt ; therefore 
is Chriſt according to this Citation the one 
neceſſary and eternal God in Union with the 
Father. Which ſhews us uv tthout the need 
of any further Reafoning, what Notion the 


Writer of the Hebrews had of the Perſon - 
* the 
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the Meſiah. Let thoſe then, who are of a 
different Mind, give us infallible Marks by 

which we may be capable of diſtinguiſhing 

between the different Beings expreſſed and de- 

ſcribed by the ſame Names and Operations; * 
or let them acknowledge that they bring an 

inſuperable Confuſion 1ato the Object of our 

Faith and Worſhip, 


— * 


A * Lhe . * "I EI 


Numb. N.] 
Concerning the Creation of Wiſdom. 


ECCLUS. i. 14. 


FJ E was created with the Faithful in the 
Womb, ouvex1idy, That this is under» 
ſtood of Wiſdom, the following Verſes, and 
the 16th eſpecially, in which is the ſame Style 
of Speaking, ſhew the Thing to be enquired 
into, is, how Wiſdom can be ſaid to le created 
with the Faithful in the Womb, ſince the ſame 
Chapter, ver. 4. tells us, that ſhe hath been 
created, * #\1igr, before all things > The Mean» 
ing is fo far plain, that en does not 


1— 


* * 8 


— 


— 
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* See Prov. viii. 22. according to the Sept. Kue S. L 
is «rv oy &v]s. : 
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import ſuch 4 Creation of Wiſdom, as there is 
of the Righteous in their Mother's Womb; 
for then ſhe muſt not have ſubſiſted before, 
which is contrary to the Doctrine of her 
-»Creation before the World. But it ſignifies 
7 SAbe Entrance of Wiſdom into the Principles 
| of the Fetus in order to ſanctify and con- 


duct it through Liſe into Happineſs. If then 
: her entrance into the Principles of the Fztus 
1 in the Moment of its Creation, is called her 
| Creation, notwithſtanding her Pre-exiſtence, 
and is no Argument againſt her Pre-exiſtence; 
Why ſhou'd her entrance into the Subſtance 
of the firſt created Nature at the Moment of 
tits Creation, or any other arbitrary Mode of 
Subſiſtence preceding it and call'd her Cres 
tion, be any more an Argument againſt her 
eternal Pre- exiſtence? Or it one Pre. exiſtence 
is conſiſtent with her Creation afterwards, 
Why ſhou'd the other Pre-exiſtence be ac- 
counted inconſiſtent with it? Conclude we 
then that W:/dom's being ſaid to be created 
before the World, infers nothing againſt her 
eternal Exiſtence, | 


[ Numb. 


ITS 
„  [Numb.X.] 


Chriſt whence call d the Beginning of 
the Creation of God: As alſo 
1 FNr. hree-Fold Name. 


U Nn 
PRO v. viii. 22. 


HE Lord poſſeſſed me in the Beginning 
| of His Ways : "Exlioz ps egy, which \* 
| reading of the Septuagint ſeems to be con- 
* WM firm'd in Rev 14. where the Son of God 
{ WW is call'd 5 4 A ales. Mfore I proceed in, 
: the Explication of the Propoſition, I ſhall con- 
. ſider the meaning of the Term poſſeſſed, Kanah, 
e which Gen. iv. f. ſignifies bringing forth, or 
. I have gotten a Man from the Lord, that is 
. Brought forth a Man, or gotten by bringing 


e forth. It imports alſo according to . Septu- 


4 agint in Hiphil, Begetting, Tec 5. where 3.5 
t Hicknani, which we interpret A ſought me | 
to keep Cattel, is rendred ee pe, He Be. 
gat me. In which Senſe it is evident the 9 
Septuagint underſtood the Word Knab, in 
the above- cited Place of the Proverbs, tho; 
they explain d it by Pw; for having Tran - 
ſlated, the Word Hhalaleti, I was brought | 
forth, by the Terms e e we, He Begat me, 
they ſhew in ſo doing, that when they - I 

tag 


oo 
. 
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the Lord Created me, they meant the Lord 
Begat me, or broughe me forth; which lata. 
nr is the Senſe the Apoſtle Col. 1. 15. 

where He calls the Son er. run 
Aires, the Firſt Born of every Creature, or 
who 2 brought aroſe before any Creature 


A, Rg. 


2 wy thus Explain'd, 
proceed to ſhew who the Perſon is, whom 
555 the Lord Begat, ot brought forth to Le the 
eginning of His Ways ; and in what reſpe& 
Us is ſaid to be Begotten. 1, The Perſon | 
Begotten is Wiſdom, or the Soj of God, as ap- 
„ , pears from the alWve-cited Rev. iii. 14. Cal. i, 
4 Y 15. 24h), In what reſpect he is ſaid to. be Be- 
Jos gotten will appear if we obſcrve the different 
| 5 Names, under which the Son of God is con- 
dered, Rev. xix. Which are Three, of which 
bathe Firſt is Unknown, v. 12. He had a Name 
n Written, that no Man knew but He Him. 
= 2 lf. The$Second is Known; Namely, the 
. 1 mord of God, v. 13. The Third is more 
4 25 King of Kings aud Lord of Lords, 
W doubly. 16. Now I ſay that it was in this laſt 
mName that the . of God or Wiſdom was 
ought forth to be the Beginning of God's 
Fi ays, as I think will be prov'd, if I can 
2 that the Birth of Wiſdom there men- 
42 tion'd is her coming forth into an Human 
F --Fioure and ay iſtence; for by this means 
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forth before the Hills; but nothing is ſaid 


the Birth of Wiſdom or the Son of God int 


niverſal Monarchy, as Head of Mankind 127 
and WH Be 2 it u. . that 1 W | 
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Word, as Map became the Head of ans” 
kig who were to be made by Him after 
His Image and Likeneſs: and as Firſt Begot- 
ten, had the right of Primogeniture, or of 
Governing under the Father the reſt of the 
Brethren ; both which Conſiderations gave 
Him a Juſt Title to the Name of Kz»g of 


Kings and Lord of Lords. That Pr, the 


Viſdam, mention d ram viii. was 
e i N a $7 pliſtence may 
be — 2 Tob xv. e tliis Queſti- 2 


* 


on is put, art thor ? FF 42 5 hat le A 7 

8 lor .þrawght 185 8 
t ma 2 Which Place 
I have that 7. tho 


ox before 
rh NT Ning in , 
an Figure before the tion of the. | 


World > For ſuch an 12 ſuppoſes, 4 
that there was a Firſt Man made or brought 


in Scripture to be »ad?, or brought fortag 
before the Hills, but Wiſdom, Prov. viii. 25." 
Therefore the bringing forth of Wiſdom is the $ 
bringing forth of the Firſt Man ; and by Con £ 
ſequence all that is ſaid of her Generation 7 . 
there relates to her Coming forth or Wan 
feſtation in an Human Likenes ; If then & 
17 
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the Human Figure give Him a Right of U 


r 


Ze or. _ 27 [2 


. rel, el Gov 


Is 


uw 


3 
wes 


| r | 
a oY 7 


4 


LE r 
a4, hed © cf 112 32 

"oe 25 Got hn wee cm 

df che Prot 5 blog 10 Him in this 


=: 7 e, ASM 1 EL and Lird'of Lord 
1 5  and'that they Wholapply it to Him und 
e Coofideration of any Superior Nai 
Whether it be the Werd of God, "oF 
--* Unkriown' Name, ſeri to have no > Wan f 
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oa ol the Tres 5 of the D e 
I. The Sword, II. T The 1 III. The Fa 
ine; and of their Natur Moral Cauſes, - A 
e of the--Inſuing coming of Anti-chriſt 3 accords 
ing to the Notion. of the Antient Fate, pony 
1785 Divine Miſſion of Goſpel-Miniſters, with the 
ISations bee all Rich and Pious Chriſtians ta 
promote it: forth in à Sermon,” before the 
ight ohovrable the 'Lord Mayor and Court o 
| Aldermen, at St. Pauli, on Trinity Sunday; when 4 
Riog was appointed by Her Majeſty, for * 
en of the Goſpel in Foreign Parts, b 
Philip Stubs, M. A. 29 of St. James Gl 
Jube, and firſt Chaplain of the Royal Hoſpital 
Seamen, at Greez Both Prigted for R. and 
>" "2p at the 5 in l Churcb⸗ 
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